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)ate: 12/31/2015 Seco udicial District Court - Latah County User: RANAE 
rime: 10:24 AM ROA Report 
:>age 1 of 5 Case: CR-1992-0000730 Current Judge: John R. Stegner 
Defendant: Colvin, Douglas Raymond 
State of Idaho vs. Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Date Code User Judge 
3/15/1992 NEWC SALLY New Case Filed William C. Hamlett 
WARI SALLY Warrant Issued - Arrest William C. Hamlett 
HRHD SALLY Hearing Held - Probable Cause William C. Hamlett 
3/16/1992 CTMN MAUREEN Court Minutes VVilliam C. Hamlett 
INHD MAUREEN Interim Hearing Held William C. Hamlett 
ORPD MAUREEN Order Appointing Public Defender-mike Henegen William C. Hamlett 
COMM MAUREEN Commitment- Held To Answer William C. Hamlett 
HRSC MAUREEN Hearing Scheduled - Prelim Hrg (06/19/1992) William C. Hamlett 
William C. Hamlett 
CONT MAUREEN Continued - Prelim Hrg William C. Hamlett 
HRSC MAUREEN Hearing Scheduled - Prelim Hrg (06/25/1992) William C. Hamlett 
William C. Hamlett 
NOTC MAUREEN Notice Of Continued Prelim Hrg William C. Hamlett 
WART TERRY Warrant Returned John H. Bengtson 
6/22/1992 SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned William C. Hamlett 
SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned William C. Hamlett 
SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned William C. Hamlett 
6/23/1992 SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned William C. Hamlett 
SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned William C. Hamlett 
SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned William C. Hamlett 
SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned William C. Hamlett 
6/25/1992 SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned William C. Hamlett 
SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned William C. Hamlett 
PHHD MAGGIE Preliminary Hearing Held - Prelim Hrg William C. Hamlett 
6/29/1992 BOUN MAGGIE Bound Over (after Prelim) William C. Hamlett 
TIOC MAGGIE Transfer In (from Idaho Court Or County) John H. Bengtson 
HRSC MAGGIE Hearing Scheduled - Arraignment (07/13/1992) John H. Bengtson 
John H. Bengtson 
STIP MAGGIE Stipulation Of Facts John H. Bengtson 
NOTC MAGGIE Notice Of Assignment Of Judge John H. Bengtson 
ORDR MAGGIE Order Binding Over John H. Bengtson 
SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned John H. Bengtson 
SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned John H. Bengtson 
7/10/1992 INFO SALLY Criminal Information John H. Bengtson 
7/13/1992 CONT TERRY Arraignment Continued John H. Bengtson 
HRSC TERRY Hearing Scheduled - Arraignment (07/16/1992) John H. Bengtson 
John H. Bengtson 
CTMN TERRY Court Minutes John H. Bengtson 
)ate: 12/31/2015 Seco dicial District Court - Latah County User: RANAE 
rime: 10:24 AM ROA Report 
=>age 2 of 5 Case: CR-1992-0000730 Current Judge: John R. Stegner 
Defendant: Colvin, Douglas Raymond 
State of Idaho vs. Douglas Raymond Colvin 
)ate Code User Judge 
7/16/1992 ARRN TERRY Arraignment/ First Appearance John H. Bengtson 
AMIN TERRY Amended Criminal Information John H. Bengtson 
PLAG TERRY Plea Agreement John H. Bengtson 
GLTY TERRY Guiity Piea Or Admission Of Guilt John H. Bengtson 
CTMN TERRY Court Minutes John H. Bengtson 
NOTC TERRY Notice To Department Of Correction John H. Bengtson 
NOTC TERRY Notice (to Michael P. Emery, Ph.d.) John H. Bengtson 
HRSC Hearing Scheduled - Sentencing (09/14/1992) 
John H. Bengtson 
7/31/1992 STAT SALLY Statement For Investigative Services John H. Bengtson 
HRSC Hearing Scheduled - Re: Expenses (08/17/1992) 
John H. Bengtson 
ORDR TERRY Order Setting Hrg Re: Investigative Expenses John H. Bengtson 
8/17/1992 HRHD TERRY Hearing Held - Re: Expenses John H. Bengtson 
CTMN TERRY Court Minutes John H. Bengtson 
ORDR TERRY Order For Payment Of Investigator John H. Bengtson 
8/24/1992 NOTC SALLY Notice Of Aggrivating Circumstances John H. Bengtson 
8/28/1992 STIP SALLY Stipulation & John H. Bengtson 
ORDR SALLY Order For Substance Abuse Evaluation John H. Bengtson 
9/10/1992 HRSC Hearing Scheduled - Sentencing (10/14/1992) 
John H. Bengtson 
STIP SALLY Stipulation & Order Resetting Sentencing Hear John H. Bengtson 
10/7/1992 PSIN TERRY Presentence Investigation Report John H. Bengtson 
10/13/1992 SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned John H. Bengtson 
SUBR SALLY Subpoena Returned John H. Bengtson 
10/14/1992 CTMN TERRY Court Minutes John H. Bengtson 
CONT TERRY Continued John H. Bengtson 
HRSC Hearing Scheduled - Sentencing (10/26/1992) 
John H. Bengtson 
10/22/1992 LODG SALLY Letter From Colvin Lodged John H. Bengtson 
10/23/1992 RPCT TERRY Psychological Evaluation By Michael Emery Phd John H. Bengtson 
10/26/1992 HRHD TERRY Hearing Held John H. Bengtson 
CTMN TERRY Court Minutes John H. Bengtson 
SNIC TERRY Sentenced To Incarceration John H. Bengtson 
JDMT TERRY Closed On C.l.a.s.s. John H. Bengtson 
11/2/1992 JDCN TERRY Judgment Of Conviction John H. Bengtson 
12/7/1992 STAT SALLY Statement For Alcohol Evaluatin Services John H. Bengtson 
12/10/1992 ORDR SALLY Order For Payment Of Alcohol Evaluation John H. Bengtson 
)ate: 12/31/2015 
rime: 10:24 AM 
Page 3 of 5 
Seco udicial District Court - Latah County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-1992-0000730 Current Judge: John R. Stegner 
Defendant: Colvin, Douglas Raymond 
User: RANAE 
State of Idaho vs. Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Date Code User Judge 
2/26/1993 MOTN SALLY Motion For Reduction Of Sentence John H. Bengtson 
4/8/1993 STIP SALLY Stipulation John H. Bengtson 
4/12/1993 REOP TERRY Reopen (case Previously Closed) John H. Bengtson 
HRSC Hearing Scheduied - Ruie 35 Motion (05/17/1993) 
John H. Bengtson 
ORDR TERRY Order Setting Motion Hearing John H. Bengtson 
5/12/1993 HRSC Hearing Scheduled - Rule 35 Motion (06/07/1993) 
John H. Bengtson 
TRAN SALLY Transcript Filed John H. Bengtson 
5/13/1993 STIP SALLY Stipulation John H. Bengtson 
5/27/1993 ORDR TERRY Order Resetting Hearing John H. Bengtson 
7/6/1993 HRSC TERRY Hearing Scheduled - Rule 35 Motion (07/28/1993) John H. Bengtson 
John H. Bengtson 
ORDR TERRY Order Resetting Hearing Of Rule 35 Motion John H. Bengtson 
7/28/1993 HELD TERRY Motion Held - Rule 35 Motion John H. Bengtson 
CTMN TERRY Court Minutes John H. Bengtson 
DPHR TERRY Disposition With Hearing John H. Bengtson 
FJDE TERRY Closed On C.l.a.s.s. John H. Bengtson 
ORDR PAT Order Denying Defendant's 34 Motion For Red S John H. Bengtson 
8/5/1993 STAT TERRY Statement For Legal Fees John H. Bengtson 
ORDR TERRY Order John H. Bengtson 
11/17/2006 CHJG ISC Change Assigned Judge (batch process) 
4/12/2010 VIKKI Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any John R. Stegner 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Colvin, Douglas Raymond Receipt number: 
0174415 Dated: 4/12/2010 Amount: $19.00 
(Cashiers Check) 
3/23/2015 MOTN BETH Motion For Correction of an I.C.R Rule 35 (a) John R. Stegner 
Illegal Sentence from the Face of the Record 
MOTN BETH Motion for Appointment of 'Standby" Counsel, John R. Stegner 
Pursuant to State v. Averett, 142 Idaho 879, 886 
(Ct. App. 2006) 
4/6/2015 RSPN BETH Response to Defendant's "Motion for Correction John R. Stegner 
of an I.C.R. Rule 35(a) Illegal Sentence from the 
Face of the Record 
MOHi BETH Motion and Affidavit for Fee VVaiver (Prisoner) John R. Stegner 
MOTN BETH Motion for Relief John R. Stegner 
4/13/2015 OBJC BETH Objection to Defendant's Motion for Relief John R. Stegner 
4/17/2015 MOTN BETH Motion for Declaratory Relief John R. Stegner 
ANSR BETH Answer to Latah County Prosecutor's Response John R. Stegner 
and Request Relief 
)ate: 12/31/2015 
rime: 10:24 AM 
=>age 4 of 5 
Seco udicial District Court - Latah County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-1992-0000730 Current Judge: John R. Stegner 
Defendant: Colvin, Douglas Raymond 
User: RANAE 
State of vs. Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Date 
4/24/2015 
5/1/2015 
5/4/2015 
5/13/2015 
6/9/2015 
7/8/2015 
7/9/2015 
7/17/2015 
7/24/2015 
8/4/2015 
8/6/2015 
8/12/2015 
8/19/2015 
9/3/2015 
9/9/2015 
9/10/2015 
9/15/2015 
10/5/2015 
10/6/2015 
11/2/2015 
11/5/2015 
11/19/2015 
12/10/2015 
Code 
NOTC 
LETT 
ANSR 
LETT 
ORDR 
NOTC 
ORDR 
ORPD 
NOTA 
MOTN 
MOTN 
MISC 
AFFD 
ORDR 
MISC 
MISC 
ORDR 
AFFD 
ORDR 
LETT 
MOTN 
AFFD 
ORDR 
ORDR 
MOTN 
ORDR 
MOTN 
User 
BETH 
BETH 
BETH 
BETH 
TERRY 
BETH 
BETH 
BETH 
RANAE 
RANAE 
RANAE 
RANAE 
BETH 
RANAE 
RANAE 
RANAE 
TERRY 
BETH 
BETH 
RANAE 
RANAE 
BETH 
BETH 
BETH 
CHARLOTTE 
BETH 
RANAE 
Judge 
Notice of Corrections of Clerical Errors John R. Stegner 
Letter - Inmate Correspondence John R. Stegner 
Answer to State's Objection to Defendant's John R. Stegner 
Motion for Relief 
Letter - Inmate Correspondence John R. Stegner 
Order Denying Defendant's Motions to Correct John R. Stegner 
Sentence, Withdraw Guilty Plea, Take Judicial 
Notice, and for Standby Counsel 
Notice of Error And Objection to Second Judicial John R. Stegner 
District Latah County Judge John R. Stegner's 
June 9, 2015 Orders 
Order Appointing Counsel 
Defendant: Colvin, Douglas Raymond Order 
Appointing Public Defender Public defender D. 
Ray Barker 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
John R. Stegner 
John R. Stegner 
John R. Stegner 
Motion for Appointment of "Standby Counsel", John R. Stegner 
Pursuant to State v. Averett, 142 Idaho 879, 886 
(Ct. App. 2006) 
Motion and Affidavit for Fee Waiver (Prisoner) 
Letter - Inmate Correspondence 
Affidavit for Legal Services 
Order for Legal Services 
John R. Stegner 
John R. Stegner 
John R. Stegner 
John R. Stegner 
S.C. - Order Denying Petition and Motions John R. Stegner 
S.C. - Notice of Appeal Filed, Appeal Suspended John R. Stegner 
Pending Order 
Order Finding Motion for Fee Waiver Moot 
Affidavit for Legal Services 
Order for Legal Services 
Letter from Defendant 
John R. Stegner 
John R. Stegner 
John R. Stegner 
John R. Stegner 
Motion and Affidavit for Waiver of all Fees/Costs John R. Stegner 
(Prisoner) 
Affidavit for Legal Services John R. Stegner 
Order for Legal Services John R. Stegner 
Order Denying the Defendant's Motion for Waiver John R. Stegner 
of All Fees/Costs (Prisoner) and Requiring the 
Defendant to Proceed by and through his Attorney 
Motion To Withdraw As Counsel For Defendant John R. Stegner 
Order Denying Motion to Withdraw 
Motion to Withdraw as Counsel for 
Defendant/ Appellate 
John R. Stegner 
John R. Stegner 
1 
>ate: 12/31/2015 
·ime: 10:24 AM 
>age 5 of 5 
Seco dicial District Court - Latah County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-1992-0000730 Current Judge: John R. Stegner 
Defendant: Colvin, Douglas Raymond 
State of Idaho vs. Douglas Raymond Colvin 
)ate Code 
12/10/2015 AFFD 
User 
RANAE Affidavit in Support of Motion to Withdraw as 
Counsel for Defendant/Appellate 
User: RANAE 
Judge 
John R. Stegner 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
--=~-----------=-~-;.:--=--===--=-- =~~=========2~================= 
Tit 1 e of Act ion ~;;;:::.!::~'Sµ.i~.L!!..L..&.~~~--
Type of Hearing £I /Jr..a::::J · 
Attorney for Plf. ~~ 
Attorney for Def. . 
' Others present 
Judge>~ 
Clerk 
Tape No. </)-f;S?! 7i5"D 
Case No. .&C--E 
Date 
Time 
=----=--::z--=---------=---=:::i=--=-==-====-=-----------==--~-=-=-=== 
BE IT KNOWN THAT THE FOLLOWING PROCEEDINGS WERE HAD, to wit: 
~f~;?;t~~ d-~# 
~~2~£U<~ 
Page No. 
In The District Court Of The Second Judicial District Of The 
State Of Idaho, In And For The County Of Latah 
fd. 9 .lCtL 7 J J 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN 
Defendant. 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
Case No. CR-92-:-00 J 30 
.h:J3 
__________________ ) 
STATE OF IDAHO 
: ss. 
County of Latah 
/ 
John Roys personally appeared before me this '~ day of June, 
1992, who being sworn, complains and says; that DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
COLVIN, in Latah County, State of Idaho, on or about the 12th day 
of June, 1992, did then and there commit a crime against the People 
of the State of Idaho, to-wit: MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho 
Code 18-4001, 4003, a Felony, committed as follows: 
That the Defendant, DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, on or about 
the 12th day of June, 1992, at 3 01 College Ave. , in 
Moscow City, County of Latah, State of Idaho, did 
wilfully, feloniously, deliberately, with premeditation 
and with malice aforethought, kill and murder Yance Gene 
Knoke, a human being, by shooting him in the head with 
a .22 caliber handgun, from which he died. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statutes above cited, and against the 
peace and dignity of the People of the State of Idaho, WHEREFORE complainant REQUESTS a Warrant of Arrest 
be issued for the person of: DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN 
DOB: 
And that he may be dealt with according to law. SSN: 
(~oy~ 
-f I 
Subscribed and swon to before mAtls /)" day of 4,, J,me {1::97 , :.:,::rate 
w.c~ ~lett ~ 4 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
--====================~=~~====-==:a====at:::==:::::::::::::::::s::::::::::::::::a========= 
Title of Action~C;;;.,,_~~"st ~ ;).~":'>a Judge >,>;-)s..,.\:\s,,~ 
"'··pe -t: H-arin- ~ -~· s:\ V, - · · r-1 ........ 1,. r-.......r-.... r 1.7 VJ. ~ le, ~e:,,,,,M~ ~,,_~~':.l~/\\~ ""'"": \ )\ '>,,'::r::::· 
Attorney for Plf. Q~D'>,l ~ S:~':£:ai:-... Jape No. 'k!_I )(,/} I 22.SY 
Attorney for Def.~\ ,  ~~ ~ 
Others present 
Case No. , f:s:\'s).cit~~~~ 
Date 'a- \k-;\~ 
Time 
=--=--------------=------ssm-==---=-==----------=-----=:~---2~--= 
BE IT KNOWN THAT THE FOLLOW}NG PROCEEDINGS WERE HAD, to wit: 
~'?:,~, ~ ~~-~~·>U>h'>ffi~, 
Gs,;--,»~_. ~~ 
~ 
_,.:.-L.,Ct~.lat....J~-~:::::....Jii.::::i....,.lt..l:,,,;.u.::,11...-__;;:;:~.i:::.::::,.=---,L::.....J-,~...tt.~=.....___:.;i:>..-r,.__-::---..._.,..:a-.,....._,~ 0 . 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE siAtE~OF'toAHo, 1N 1AND FOR 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff 
COUNTY OF LATAH 
Case I ~R:\;;:::;imc ,;:p 
vs 
~L>s+~c:_,~h~ 
l 
J 
l 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC DEFENDER 
(_~~~~~--
Defendant 
) 
THE COURT, having arraigned the above defendant upon a criminal charge. having 
determined the defendant may be incarcerated if convicted, and having made a determination 
the defe.ndant is indig~nt; 
HEREBY ORDERS' AND APPOINTS the Public Defender of Latah County, Idaho, to 
represent said defendant in these proceedings, until further order or determination of 
need by the Court. c=·,:_ 
DATED this \ '-9 day of (\,._,t::1>:'\- , 19?~ 
\ 
1· 
.. :. 6 
.. 
' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
-----------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------------------------------------------State vs 
Title of Action: Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Type of Hearing: Preliminary Hearing 
Attorney for Plf: Craig Mosman/Robin 
Eckmann . 
Attorney for Def: Michael Henegen 
Others·present: 
Judge: Hamlett 
Clerk: MB 
TapeNo.:92-1-169/2661 
Case No.: CR9200730 
Date: 6-25-92 
Time: 10:14 a.m. 
-----------------------------------------------------------------
-----------------------------------------------------------------BE IT KNOWN THAT THE FOLLOWING PROCEEDINGS WERE HAD, to wit: 
State's exhibits #1 and 2, photograhps, were marked prior to 
hearing. 
Court read charge in criminal complaint. 
Mr. Henegen moved to exclude witnesses. Court so ordered. 
Mr. · Henegen informed the Court they will stipulate to the 
autopsy report as a stipulation of facts. All parties signed said 
stipulation in open court. 
State moved to exclude witnesses for the defense. Mr. Henegen 
stated he had no witnesses at this time. 
state informed the Court they will stipulate to exhibit #1, a 
video tape and exhibit #2, a photograph. Mr. Henegen stipulated to 
exhibit #1. Upon questioning from the Court, the State withdrew 
their stipulated request for exhibit #2. Mr. Henegen informed the 
Court the video tape also has an audio track with it and has no 
objection to the use of that. After inquiry of the State, the 
Court stated it will wait on the stipulated admission of exhibit 
#1. 
3142 Vance F. Knoke was called, sworn and testified on behalf of 
the State. 
3812 State's exhibit #3 & 4, photographs, were marked for 
identification. 
tape continued on 92-1-170/132 
140 State's exhibit #3 was offered and admitted into evidence 
without objection. 
COURT MINUTES 
314 State's exhibit #5, photograph, was marked for identification, 
offered and admitted into evidence without objection. 
433 Cross examination by Mr. Henegen. 
612 Upon motion of the State, the witness was excused without 
objection. 
639 Sherry L. Pace was called, sworn, and testified on behalf of 
the state. 
2076 Cross examination by Mr. Henegen. 
tape continued on 92-1-171/0 
190 Court questioned the witness. 
Upon motion of the State, the witness was excused without 
objection. 
459 Neil Odenborg was called, sworn, and testified on behalf of 
the State. 
528 State moved for admission of exhibit #1, video tape. Mr. 
Henegen stipulated to the admission of exhibit #1. 
561 State's exhibit #2, photograph, was offered and admitted into 
evidence without objection. 
604 Cross examination by Mr. Henegen. 
678 Court recessed at-12:04 p.m., reconvening at 1:03 p.m. with 
Court, counsel and all others present as before. 
704 Cathy Jones was called, sworn and testified on behalf of the 
State. 
1977 Cross examination by Mr. Henegen. 
2501 Upon motion of the State, the witness was excused without 
objection. 
2549 Jim Broadfoot was called, sworn and testified on behalf of the 
State. 
3209 Cross examination by Mr. Henegen. 
3581 Court questioned the witness. 
3742 Mr. Mosman questioned the witness on the Court's questions. 
3778 Upon motion of the State, the witness was excused without 
COURT MINUTES 
objection. 
tape continued on 91-1-172/133 
135 Jeff E. Elmore was called, sworn and testified on behalf of 
the State. 
1290 cross examination by Mr. Henegen. 
1657 court questioned .the witness. 
1837 Ms. Eckmann questioned the witness on the Court's questions. 
1884 court recessed at 3:04 p.m., reconvening at 3:26 p.m. with 
court, counsel and all others present as before. 
1912 John Roys was called, sworn and testified on behalf of the 
State. 
2096 state's exhibit #6, 7, and 8, photographs, were marked for 
identification, offered and admitted into evidence without 
objection. 
3604 Mr. Henegen questioned the witness in aide of an objection. 
tape continued on 92-1-173/149 
Mr. Henegen moved to suppress the defendant's confession and 
presented argument in support of the same. Court took said motion 
under advisement. 
327 State resumed examination of the witness. 
706 Cross examination by Mr. Henegen. 
1205 Redirect by Mr. Mosman. 
1350 Recross by Mr. Henegen. 
1372 Court questioned the witness. 
1993 Mr. Mosman questioned the witness on the Court's questions. 
2010 Mr. Henegen questioned the witness on the Court's questions. 
2066 State rested. 
Court informed counsel it will accept brief on Mr. Henegen's 
motion to suppress or in the alternative it will hear the motion to 
suppress on Monday, June 29, 1992 at 10:30 a.m. 
2339 Court recessed at 5:04 p.m. 
COURT MINUTES 
MONDAY, JUNE 29, 1992 92-1-174/2975 
Mr. Sanderson presented argument in support of defendant's 
motion to suppress. Mr. Mosman argued in opposition thereto. 
tape continued on 92-1-175/141 
Colloquy was had between Court and counsel. 
Mr. Sanderson argued in rebuttal. 
430 Court granted Defendant's Motion to Suppress for reasons 
articulated on the record. 
601 State presented closing arguments. 
894 Mr. Henegen presented closing arguments. 
1068 Court finds probable cause exists that the defendant committed 
the crime of first degree murder and bound the defendant over to 
District Court for arraignment on Monday, July 13, 1992 at 1:30 
p.m. 
Mr. Henegen has no objection to the continuance of bond. 
Court continued the bond in the amount of $100,000. 
1720 Court recessed at 11:30 p.m. 
COURT MINUTES 
State's exhibit 
State's exhibit 
state's exhibit 
State's exhibit 
State's exhibit 
State's exhibit 
State's exhibit 
state's exhibit 
Vance F. Knoke 
Sherry L. Pace 
Neil Odenborg 
Cathy Jones 
Jim Broadfoot 
Jeff E. Elmore 
John Roys 
COURT MINUTES 
#1 
#2 
#3 
#4 
#5 
#6 
#7 
#8 
EXHIBITS 
Video tape crime secen Admitted 
Photograph Admitted 
Photograph Admitted 
Photograph Never Offered 
Photograph Admitted \ 
Photograph Admitted 
Photograph Admitted 
Photograph Admitted 
WITNESSES 
CRAIG W. MOSMAN 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Latah County 
Latah County Courthouse 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-8580 Ext. 316 
D£?UTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
v. 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
STIPULATION OF FACTS 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
The State of Idaho, by and through Latah County Prosecuting 
Attorney, Craig W. Mosman, and the Defendant, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
COLVIN, and his attorney Michael Henegen, stipulate to the 
following facts for purposes of the preliminary hearing in the 
above-entitled matter, and for no other use subsequent to the 
preliminary hearing. 
(1) An autopsy was conducted on Yance Gene Knoke on the 13th 
day of June, 1992, by Dr. Gary Dale. 
(2) The parties agree to admit the autopsy report, attached 
hereto, into evidence at the preliminary hearing. The 
court may consider said report as evidence of the 
external and internal examination performed in said 
autopsy, the evidence of injury, the findings, and the 
STIPULATION OF FACTS: Page -1-
opinion of Dr. Gary Dale, as a result of Dr. Dale 
conducting said autopsy. 
DATED this z_sf{_ day of June, 
/i 
("-Craig W. 
Prosecuting Attorney 
~-· 
Dou~s~aymond Colvin 
Defendant ~ M~~ 
Attorney for Defe dant 
STIPULATION OF FACTS: Page -2-
IN THE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) Ca.se No. CR9200730 
) 
Plaintiff, ) NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT 
) OF JUDGE 
vs. ) 
) 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
) 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above entitled action has been 
placed upon the calendar of the Honorable John H. Bengtson for all 
motions, hearings and trial. 
DATED this 29th day of June, 1992. 
Susan R. Petersen, Clerk 
By: 
COPIES MAILED TO: Prosecuting Attorney: 
Defendant's Attorney: 
NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT OF JUDGE 
Deputy 
Craig Mosman 
Michael Henegen 
4 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
IN AND 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER BINDING OVER 
DEFENDANT AND 
SCHEDULING ARRAIGln~ENT 
A preliminary hearing in the above entitled matter having been 
held on the charge of Murder in the First Degree in violation of 
Idaho Codes 18-4001, 4003; and the Court having ordered the 
defendant bound over to answer to the same in the District Court; 
ARRAIGNMENT is scheduled for the 13th day of July, 1992, at 
1:15 o'clock p.m. 
BOND: $100,000 
PURSUANT TO COURT ORDER 
W. c. Hamlett 
Magistrate Judge 
m-L3aa6 
by: M. Baab 
Deputy Clerk 
NOTIFICATION TO: Prosecuting Attorney: Craig Mosman 
Michael Henegen Defendant's Attorney: 
ORDER BINDING OVER DEFENDANT 
AND SCHEDULING ARRAIGNMENT 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Latah County 
Latah County Courthouse 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-8580 Ext. 216 
92 JUL l O AM tO: 45 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
CRIMINAL INFORMATION 
________________ ) 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 7, the Prosecuting Attorney 
of Latah County, Idaho, alleges by this information that: 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN 
has perpetrated a crime against the State of Idaho, to-wit: MURDER 
IN THE FIRST DEGREE, Idaho Code 18-4001, 4003, a Felony, 
committed as follows: 
That the Defendant, DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, on or about 
the 12th day of June, 1992, at 301 College Ave., in 
Moscow City, County of Latah, State of Idaho, did 
wilfully, feloniously, deliberately, with premeditation 
and with malice aforethought, kill and murder Yance Gene 
Knoke, a human being, by shooting him in the head with 
a .22 caliber ~nndgun, from which he died. 
DATED this ____itiii day of July, 19~ 
I , 
I 
CRIMINAL INFORMATION: Page -1-
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Criminal Information was hand delivered this / () l/,t\_ day of July, 
I 
1992, to Michael Henegen, Attorney at Law, Latah County Courthouse, 
Moscow, Idaho. 
CRIMINAL INFORMATION: Page -2-
f 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
John H. Bengtson 
District Judge 
Date: 07-13-92 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
- COURT 
Plaintiffs, 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
MINUTES 
Jean E. Kelly 
Court Reporter 
Tape No. 92-3-//? 
Time: 1:24 p.m. 
case No. CR92-00730 
APPEARANCES: 
Robin M. Eckmann, Deputy Prosecutor 
Appearing on behalf of the State 
Defendant present with counsel, 
Michael Henegen, Public Defender 
Brian Sanderson, Legal Intern 
Subject of Proceedings: ARRAIGNMENT VACATED AND RESET 
This being the time fixed pursuant to order of the Court for conducting 
an arraignment in this case, Court noted the presence of counsel and the 
defendant. 
Mr. Henegen moved that the arraignment in this matter be continued. 
There being no objection from the State, Court ordered arraignment in this 
matter vacated and reset for hearing at 1:30 P.M. on Thursday, July 16, 1992. 
Court ordered defendant's bond continued in the amount of $100,000.00, 
admonishing the defendant of the possible consequences of his failure to 
appear as ordered. 
Defendant was remanded to the custody of the Latah County Sheriff 
pending further court appearance or earlier posting of bond. 
Court recessed at 1:27 P.M. 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES · 
:-: 8·.· ..
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Latah County 
Latah County Courthouse 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-8580 Ext. 216 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
Ai\i\.e,v1W 
CRIMINAL INFORMATION 
________________ ) 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 7, the Prosecuting Attorney 
of Latah County, Idaho, alleges by this information that: 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN 
has perpetrated a crime against the State of Idaho, to-wit: MURDER 
IN THE SECOND DEGREE, Idaho Code 18-4001, 4003, 4004, a Felony, 
committed as follows: 
That the Defendant, DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, on or about 
the 12th day of June, 1992, at 301 College Ave., in 
Moscow City, County of Latah, State of Idaho, did 
wilfully, feloniously, and with malice aforethought, kill 
and murder Yance Gene Knoke, a human being, by shooting 
him in the head with a .22 caliber handgun, from which 
he died. 
DATED this day of July, 
CRIMINAL INFORMATION: Page -1-
1992 - / I !I 
}:£.r/~, //;. '.lfc/n,VL----
craig w. Mosman 
Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Criminal Information was hand delivered this Jk/l[ day of July, 
1992, to Michael Henegen, Attorney at Law, Latah County Courthouse, 
Moscow, Idaho. 
CRIMINAL INFORMATION: Page -2-
., 0 b . 
Ci 
CRAIG W. MOSMAN 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Latah County 
Latah County Courthouse 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-8580 Ext. 316 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) Case No. CR-92-00730 
v. ) 
) RULE 11 PLEA AGREEMENT 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, ) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW THE STATE OF IDAHO, by and through its attorney, 
Craig W. Mosman, Prosecuting Attorney, and Defendant DOUGLAS 
RAYMOND COLVIN, by and through his attorney, Michael Henegen, and 
pursuant to Rule ll(d) (1) (C), Idaho Criminal Rules, submit the 
following Plea Agreement to the Court for its acceptance or 
rejection: 
1. That the State shall file an amended Criminal 
Information, charging the Defendant with the crime of 
MURDER IN THE SECOND DEGREE, Idaho Code 18-4001, 4003, 
4004; 
2. That the Defendant, DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, will enter 
a plea of guilty to the amended Information, admitting 
each and every one of the material elements of said 
offense; 
RULE 11 PLEA AGREEMENT: Page -1-
3. That the State and the Defendant agree that an 
appropriate disposition of this matter at sentencing is 
that the Defendant shall be imprisoned for the rest of 
his life, as the maximum period of confinement; 
4. The respective parties are free to argue at sentencing 
for any minimum period of confinement of ten (10) years 
up to a fixed life sentence. The parties agree that as 
to the minimum period of confinement, the Court is not 
bound to follow any recommendation of the parties, and 
that puruant to this agreement and Idaho Code 18-4004, 
the minimum period of confinement will be at least ten 
(10) years. The Defendant understands that it would be 
consistent with this agreement for the State to argue for 
a fixed life sentence, and for the Court to impose a 
fixed life sentence; 
5. That the State and the Defendant agree that the Defendant 
will submit to a psychological ex~mination, at the 
State's expense, prior to sentencing, and that the Court 
may consider the report of such examination in arriving 
at an appropriate sentence; 
6. All other matters regarding sentencing, including orders 
that the Defendant pay appropriate fine, costs, or 
restitution, are not subject to this agreement. The 
parties to this agreement are free to argue such matters 
to the Court, and the Court is free to impose such fine, 
costs, or restitution in its discretion. 
7. The Defendant understands all of his Constitutional 
rights in this matter, including his right to plead not 
guilty and to proceed to trial. The Defendant knowingly, 
voluntarily, and with the advice of counsel, agrees to 
waive his right to a trial and to waive his right to 
appeal from any sentence given by the Court in this 
matter consistent with this agreement, and hereby enters 
his plea of guilty. Pursuant to this plea agreement and 
I.C.R. ll(d) (1) (C), the parties to this agreement 
understand and agree that if the court rejects this plea 
agreement, the Defendant shall be afforded an opportunity 
to withdraw his plea of guilty. 
RULE 11 PLEA AGREEMENT: Page -2-
IT IS SO STIPULATED this 01/1 d of July,l{g92. I h,,; · 
- I Z{t ~ I Ii I' ,; ; 
RULE 11 PLEA AGREEMENT: Page -3-
-ig W :' Mosma'h 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
John H. Bengtson 
District Judge 
Date: 07-16-92 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
- COURT 
Plaintiffs, 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
MINUTES -
Jean E. Kelly 
court Reporter 
Tape No. 92-3-118/2183 
Tinle! 1:34 P.M. 
case No. CR92-00730 
APPEARANCES: 
Craig W. Mosman, Prosecuting Attorney 
Appearing on behalf of the State 
Defendant present with counsel, 
Michael Henegan, Public Defender 
Brian Sanderson, Legal Intern 
Subject of Proceedings: ARRAIGNMENT/ PLEA AGREEMENT 
This being the time fixed pursuant to order of the Court for conducting 
an arraignment in this case, court noted the presence of counsel and the 
defendant. 
Court informed the defendant of the charge against him and of the 
maximum penalty said charge carries upon conviction. 
In response to inquiry from the Court, Mr. Mosman stated that the state 
and the defendant had entered into a Rule 11 Plea Agreement and presented an 
Amended Criminal Information to the Court for filing·. Court reviewed and 
explained the Rule 11 Plea Agreement to the defendant and questioned him on 
his understanding thereof. Defendant and Mr. Henegan signed the Rule 11 Plea 
Agreement in open court, Mr. Mosman having signed the same prior to 
convening. Court directed that the plea agreement be filed. 
The Court read the charging portion of the Amended Criminal Information 
to the defendant. 
Court asked the defendant if Douglas Raymond Colvin was his true name, 
to which he answered that it was. 
court informed defendant of the material elements the state would be 
required to prove should the case proceed to trial, of the procedures to be 
followed and of his rights as a defendant in a criminal case and questioned 
him on his understanding thereof. 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Cl erk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 
Defendant waived his right to additional time and entered a plea of 
guilty to the felony offense of Murder in the Second Degree as charged in the 
Amended Criminal Information on file herein. Thereupon, the court questioned 
the defendant regarding. his guilty plea. Mr. Henegen directed statements to 
the court concerning the statement made by the defendant to Officer John 
Roys, which had been suppressed by the magistrate. Court continued 
questioning the defendant concerning his plea. Mr. Mosman informed the Court 
of the facts the state was prepared to prove should the case proceed to 
trial. Thereafter the Court found that the defendant had freely; voluntarily 
and intelligently entered such guilty plea with full understanding of the 
consequences of such plea and that the defendant had freely, knowingly, 
intelligently and ~oluntarily waived his right to trial by jury, his right to 
confront and cross examine witnesses and his right to protection against 
compulsory self-incrimination: whereupon the court then accepted the 
defendant's plea of guilty. 
court accepted the Rule 11 Plea Agreement for reasons articulated on the 
record. 
court ordered that a presentence investigation be conducted by the Idaho 
Department of correction and a report filed with the Court and copies thereof 
served upon counsel no later than August 31, 1992. 
Court ordered that a psychological evaluation be completed by Michael P. 
Emery, Ph.D., and report {together with two copies thereof for counsel) filed 
with the Court no later than August 31, 1992. · 
Court ordered the defendant to appear for pronouncement of judgment and 
imposition of sentence at 3:00 P.M. on Monday, September 14, 1992. 
In response to inquiry from the Court, Mr. Mosman stated that the State 
intended to present testimony and/or evidence in aggravation of sentencing 
and Mr. Henegen stated that the defendant intended to present testimony 
and/or evidence in mitigation of sentencing at the September 14th hearing. 
court informed counsel that, absent a showing of extremely good cause, all 
such testimony of aggravation or mitigation must be live. 
court revoked defendant's bail status, ordering that he be held without 
bond pending further court appearance. 
Defendant was remanded to the custody of the Latah County Sheriff 
pending further court appearance and Court recessed at 2:28 P.M. 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 2 
.~ t' 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
- COURT MINUTES -
John H. Bengtson 
District Judge 
Date: 08-17-92 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
Plaintiffs, 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Jean E. Kelly 
Court Reporter 
Tape No. 92-3-131/1327 
Time: 1:39 P.M. 
Case No. CR92-00730 
APPEARANCES: 
Robin M. Eckmann, Prosecuting Attorney 
Appearing on behalf of the State 
Defendant present with counsel, 
Michael Henegen, Public Defender 
Subject of Proceedings: REASONABLENESS OF INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES 
This being the time fixed 
a hearing to determine the 
requested by defense counsel 
counsel. 
pursuant to order of the Court for conducting 
reasonableness of the investigative costs 
in this case, Court noted the presence of 
Kenneth Piel was called, sworn and testified for the defendant. Cross 
exalllination by Ms. Eckmann. Ms. Eckl!lann requested to see a copy of Mr. 
Piel's statement. No redirect examination. The witness was excused. 
Mr. Henegen argued in support of defense counsel's claim for 
extraordinary investigative costs. 
There being no objection from the state, Court approved the payment of 
investigative services rendered by Mr. Piel for reasons articulated on the 
record. 
court recessed at 1:50 P.M. 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES 
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19 
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I 
Michael Henegen 
530 S Asbury 
P. 0. Box 3335 
Moscow, ID 83843 
(208) 882-5722 
Fax (208) 882-1475 
Attorney for the Defendant 
28 2: 12 
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In the District Court of the Second Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and for Latah County 
State of Idaho, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
Douglas Raymond Colvin, 
Defendant 
CASE NO. CR-92-00730 
Stipulation and Order 
for Substance Abuse 
Evaluation 
Stipulation 
The Department of Correction has requested authority to obtain a substance 
abuse evaluation to be included in the presentence investigation report. The 
defendant Douglas Raymond Colvin, through his attorney Michael Henegen, 
and the State of Idaho, represented by Craig W. Mosman, stipulate to th~ entry of 
an order for a substance abuse evaluation at public expense. This evaluation 
shall be included in the presentence investigation report to be considered by the 
Court at sentencing. 
Stipulation and Order for Substance 
Abuse Evaluation - Page 1 
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sman, 
Prosecuting Attorney 
----
Michael Henegen, Attorney 
:=',:.~ ;:,:.~ P.O. Box 3335 
~ C.'E Moscow, ID 83843-0335 = ::::: (208) 882-5722 ;j 7 
f=ax (208) 882-14 75 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
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Order 
Based on the stipulation of the parties, the Idaho Department of Correction is 
authorized to obtain a substance abuse evaluation. The clerk of this Court is 
authorized to pay for the evaluation out of the appropriate fund of the district 
court. ~ 
Dated: August ~ 1 , 1992. 
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In the District Court of the Second Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and for Latah County 
State of Idaho, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
Douglas Raymond Colvin, 
Defendant 
CASE NO. CR-92-00730 
Stipulation and Order 
Resetting Sentencing 
Hearing 
Stipulation 
The plaintiff State of Idaho, through its attorney Craig Mosman, and the 
defendant through his attorney Michael Henegen stipulate to the entry of an 
order vacating the sentencing hearing set for September 14, 1992, at 3:00 p.m. and 
resetting the sentencing hearing for Octoer 14, 1992, at 1:30 p.m. The additional 
time is necessary to complete the presentence invesitgation report, the report of 
psychological evaluation, and substance abuse evaluation previously ordered in 
this case. 
Date.Jr Tuesday, J:/ptember 8, 1992. 
~!f/{t~ 
Craig Mosman 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Stipulation and Order Resetting 
Sentencing Hearing - Page 1 
7/kda«i~~ Michael He~en, 
Attorney for the Defendant 
____ Michael Henegen, Attorney 
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Order 
Based on the stipulation of the parties, the sentencing hearing set for 
September 14, 1992, at 3:00 p.m. is vacated and reset for Octoer 14, 1992, at 1:30 
p.m. 
Dated: Tuesday, September 8, 1992. 
Stipulation and Order Resetting 
Sentencing Hearing - Page 2 
=-__ Michael Henegen, Attorney 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FO~ THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
COURT 
John H. Bengtson 
District Judge 
Date: 10-14-92 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
Plaintiffs, 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
·) 
) 
MINUTES -
Jean E. Kelly 
Court Reporter 
Tape No. 92-3-16.0/2302 
Time: 1:46 P.M. 
Case No. CR92-00730 
APPEARANCES: 
Craig w. Mosman, Prosecuting Attorney 
Appearing on behalf of the State 
Defendant present with counsel, 
Michael Henegen, Public Defender 
Subject of Proceedings: VICTIMS' STATEMENTS/SENTENCING VACATED AND 
RESCHEDULED 
This being the time fixed pursuant to order of the Court for 
pronouncement of judgment and imposition of sentence in this case, Court 
noted the presence of counsel and the defendant. 
In response to inquiry from the Court, Mr. Henegen stated that the 
defendant is not prepared to proceed with sentencing at this time as the 
psychological evaluation and the alcohol evaluation previously ordered by the 
Court have not yet been completed. Mr. Henegen moved that sentencing be 
continued and presented argument in support of such motion. Mr. Henegen 
stated that he understood from Mr. Mosman that a number of the victim's 
family members were present and that the defendant would have no objection to 
the victim's family testifying at this time. There being no objection from 
the State, court granted defendant's motion, ordering the sentencing hearing 
in this matter continued until 1:30 P.M. on Monday, October 26, 1992. 
Mr. Mosman informed the court that the State had subpoenaed two 
witnesses to testify in aggravation of sentencing today and requested that 
the Court instruct them to return for the sentencing. Court instructed Kathy 
Jones and James Broadfoot that they were still under subpoena and required to 
appear pursuant thereto at 1:30 P.M. on Monday, October 26, 1992. 
Court stated that it would now hear victim impact statements, and that 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 
since the victim in this case was dismissed, members of his immediate family 
would be permitted to testify. court admonished family members wishing to 
testify that it could not consider any sentencing recommendations made by 
them arid that they should refrain from making any, but invited them to 
testify as to the emotional and economic impact this defendant's offense has 
had upon them. 
Fred Knoke, father 
statement to the Court. 
examine him further. 
of the victim, was sworn and made a victim's 
Mr. Knoke was excused, neither counsel wishing to 
Marilyn Knoke, mother of the victim, was sworn and made a victim's 
statement to the Court. Ms. Knoke was excused, neither counsel wishing to 
examine her further. 
There being no objection from the defendant, Norman Van Ness, Jr., 
brother-in-law of the victim, was sworn and made a victim's statement to the 
Court. The Court permitted Mr. Van Ness to read a statement of the victim's 
sister, Daphne, after hearing objections from Mr. Henegen. Neither counsel 
wishing to examine the witness further, Mr. Van Ness was excused. 
Lance Knoke, brother of the victim, was sworn and made a victim's 
statement to the Court. Cross examination by Mr. Henegen. The witness was 
excused. 
Vance Knoke, brother of the victim, was sworn and made a victim's 
statement to the Court. Mr. Knoke was excused, neither counsel wishing to 
examine him further. 
There being no objection from the defendant, Staci Knoke, sister-in-law 
of the victim, was sworn and made a victim's statement to the Court. Neither 
counsel wishing to examine the witness further, Ms. Knoke was excused. 
Court directed statements to the victim's family. 
Defendant was remanded to the custody of the Latah County Sheriff 
pending further court appearance. 
Court recessed at 2:30 P.M., Subject to Call. 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IATAH 
John·H. Bengtson 
District Judge· 
Date: 10-26-92 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
- COURT 
Plaintiffs, 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) ·r,ef eridant. 
MINUTES -
Jean E.. Kelly 
Court Reporter 
Tape No·~ 92-3~164/3300 
Time: 2:29 P.M. 
caseNo. CR92~oo730 
APPEARANCES: 
Craig w. Mosman, Prosecuting Attorney 
Appearing on behalf. of the State 
Def en.dant present with counsel, 
Michael Henegen, Pubfic.Defender 
Subject of Proceedings: PRONOUNCEMENT OF JUDGMENT.AND.IMPOSITION OF 
SENTENCE 
This being the time fixed pursuant to order of the Court for 
pronouncement qf judgment and imposition. of sentence in this case, Court 
rioted the presence of counsel. 
Court reviewed t:.he prior proceedings conducted in this case. 
Court stated that the defendant had writter:i. a letter to the _Court, which 
the Cqµrt had read and presented to counsel this date in chambers prj,or to 
proceeding. · · · 
Court stated that it had received a sealed envelop along with the 
Presen,tence Report, which is labeled "Victim's Impact Statement". Court 
stated that -.i.t has not opened such sealed envelop but und~rstands from 
counsel, who have each received and reviewed copies of the contents of such 
seal~d envelop, that sentencing recommendations are contained in the letter 
or letters within. Court stated that for that reason it would not consider 
the contents of such sealed envelop in pronouncing judgm~nt at the request of 
counsel. Court directed that the sealed envelop be made a part of the file. 
Defendant responded to inquiry from the Court as to why he wrote his 
letter to the Court. Court inquired of the defendant if he wished to 
withdraw his guilty plea to the felony offense of Murder in the Second 
Degree, to which the defendant responded he did not. Court directed that the 
Teny Odenborg 
Deputy Clerk 
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letter be filed. 
Mr. Henegen directed statements to the Court in explanation of and/or in 
correction of the Presentence Report. 
In response to inquiry from the Court, counsel indicated that they.had 
received copies of the Psychological Evaluation prepared by Michael P. Emery, 
Ph.D. 
No substance abuse evaluation having been filed in this case, in 
response to inquiry fro111 the Court, neither counsel thought it necessary to 
delay this sentencing further as pertinent inf or.nation which m.ay ha.ve been 
included in any such substance abuse evaluation is contained in Dr. Emery's 
report. 
Jim Broadfoot .was·. called, sworn and testifieq. for the . State in 
aggravation of sentencj.ng. eross examinc1'tion by Mr •. lienegen. No·redirect 
examination. There being no objection from coun.sel, the witness was excused. 
.. . . ' 
Kathy J.on~s was called,. sworn and testifie<:l for the State in aggravation 
of sentencing. eross examination by Mr. Heriegen •. No redirect examination. 
There being no objection from. counsel, the witness was excus~d. 
Court recessed at 3:26 P.M, reconvening at 3:40 P.M., Court, counsel and 
the d~fendant being present: · · 
Jtfi:/ H~n.ege~ .stated .. th~t .. the defendant, did not in-t,~nd to J??."esent any 
testimony :trt~~mi-tzigatfop, of~ .f3entencing. ' . 
Mr. Henegan directed statements to the court in m;i.. tigation and in 
recommendation of sentencing. 
Defendant made a statement to the Court in his own behalf. 
Mr. Mosman directed statements to the Court in aggravation and in 
recommendation of sentencing. 
Court stated that he did not find anything in the Presentence Report 
relating to restitution in this matt.er. In response to inquiry from the 
Court, Mr. Mosman stated that the family is seeking restitution in the amount 
of $2,500.00 for the victim's burial and headstone plus $500.00 travel 
expenses for the victim's brothers to travel here to testify at the last 
hearing. Mr. Henegan stated that the defendant is unable to pay res ti tut ion. 
Court took the matter of restitution under advisement. 
The Court thereupon asked if the defendant had any lawful cause to show 
why judgment should not be pronounced against him, whereupon defendant 
replied stating that no such lawful cause existed. 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Clerk 
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Ba13ed upon the defendant's plec1 of guilty, the court found the defenda.nt 
guilty of tlle. felony. offense of Murder in the second Qegree a.~ ctba+g.ed in the 
criminal Inf.oJ:Jnation ·on. fi;l;t1 .. hE3rEi;n and . ordered· tb~t ht1,.,e:1ta11d:·:cqnvicted 
thei::.eof. court . sentenc;:ed the defendant to -tma custody o~ . t~et l<iall<> Stat:e 
Boatd, of .· Cc:>rrection for . a. ·pe:riod of .. lif~ imprisprun~nt t . cogedsting, of.' a 
mlnj.m~ perio~t of confineme11t Of twerity.:--£ive, (25). ye~rs <i~_iijg: Whi¢h· the 
defe~9,ant\wil:l not; pE3 Elligi!fte fo:t\ paroJ_~ or redqctj,pn;, gp ~~~t:~rice,or tlfed;i;t 
ggain13t sentence· for gooci;,ti:me se:r-ved except c.\f:t.otherwi13erp:rovicled, by law 
f p];lowed by a subsequent maxi,mum indeterminate· term not J:e> exceed. the rest qf 
his life~ with credit against such sente·nce ·for time served: Court strongly 
recommended ·thc1t the defendant be placed in an, apgigp~iate,,faci:lity for 
treatlllent of his mental c:ondition so long. as there i.,s a rea,~onable 
expectation that such treatment may solve some of .. the. de;endctnt's problems • 
. - Court reminded the deJendant that he had waiyed.' his right to appeal 
unfier ,the.:· terins q:f the plea agreement and hence it would not at this time 
irifo:rm'h:fan of. such right. . ' ' 
. ' ' . . 
Defendant was iemanded to the custody of the, Latah Count/ Sherifr 
pending/; clelive,ry. to an authorized agent of the Idah:o . $t.ate- Board .of· 
Corr~ction for execut.ton of ~entence. . 
.. <::curt instructed the State to prepare the Judgment of Conviction in 
accord.anc;e with its ruling. 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 3 
atr 4: 20 R, .. M. 
,: , 'Y' 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I do hereby certify that a full, 
true and correct copy of the foregoing 
COURT MINUTES was hand-delivered to: 
Craig w. Mosman 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Latah County Sheriff's Dept. 
on this ;lz day of 
Terry Odenbo,-g 
Deputy Clerk 
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CRAIG W. MOSMAN 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Latah county 
Latah County Courthouse 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
{208) 882-8580 Ext. 316 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) Case No. CR-92-00730 
v. ) 
) JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, ) 
Defendant. ) 
On the 26th day of October, 1992 the Defendant, his Counsel, 
Michael Henegen, and the State appeared before the Court for the 
continuation of the sentencing hearing in the above-entitled case, 
which began on the 14th day of October, 1992. The Defendant was 
duly informed by the Court of the Criminal Information filed 
against him charging him with the commission of the crime of MURDER 
IN THE SECOND DEGREE, Idaho Code 18-4001, 4003, 4004, a Felony, 
committed on or about the 12th day of June, 1992, whereupon the 
Defendant personally entered a plea of guilty on July 16, 1992, 
pursuant to the Rule 11 Plea Agreement entered herein, and such 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION: Page -1-
0 9 
plea was duly and lawfully accepted by the Court. The Court heard 
argument of Counsel, statements of the Defendant, and considered 
the case file and presentence report herein, then asked the 
Defendant if he had any legal cause to show why judgment should not 
be pronounced, to which the Defendant replied he had none. 
THEREFORE, the Court renders its judgment: 
The Court finds that the said DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, having 
pleaded guilty to the crime of MURDER IN THE SECOND DEGREE, Idaho 
Code 18-4001, 4003, 4004, a Felony, is guilty of said offense and; 
IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the said DOUGLAS 
RAYMOND COLVIN, stands CONVICTED OF RECORD of the crime of MURDER 
IN THE SECOND DEGREE, Idaho Code 18-4001, 4003, 4004, a Felony, and 
that he be committed to the custody of the Idaho State Board of 
Correction for life, with credit for time served in the amount of 
one hundred thirty four (134) days; pursuant to Idaho Code 19-2513, 
the Defendant shall serve a minimum period of confinement of not 
less than twenty-five {25) years. During said twenty-five year 
period of time the Defendant shall not be eligible for parole or 
discharge or credit or reduction of sentence for good conduct 
except for meritorious service. After said twenty-five year period 
of time, the Defendant shall subsequently be confined for a maximum 
indeterminate period of time not to exceed the duration of his 
natural life. Provided further, pursuant to Idaho Code 18-207, 19-
2522, 2423, the Court hereby orders that the Defendant be placed 
in an appropriate facility for treatment of his mental condition 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION: Page -2-
so long as there is a reasonable expectation that such treatment 
may alleviate the Defendant's mental disability. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court, Latah 
County, deliver two (2) certified copies of the JUDGMENT OF 
CONVICTION to the Sheriff of Latah County, one to serve as a 
commitment of the Defendant to the Idaho state Board of Correction, 
and one to be delivered by the Sheriff of Latah County to the 
appointed agents of the Idaho State Board of Correction when the 
Defendant is delivered to such agents' custody. 
,d_ ,J~ 8 DATED this 2. day of E;}et.ober, 1992. ~ J}A~ 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I do hereby certify that a full, true i:nd 
Correct copy o.c.r the· fow~0nin~ lf,r~<"~ ,:::,·r:. ·f:.'!,rd • ~ -:.;,;~-<.ad~~ iQ •.I~"' ;:11 ~ •••• ,v.,.,;,•.• 
to: 
Deputy Clerk 
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Michael Henegen, Attorney 
P. 0. Box 3335 
Moscow, ID 83843-0335 
(208) 882-5722 
Fax (208) 882-1475 
Attorney for the Defendant 
In the District Court of the Second Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and for Latah County 
State of Idaho, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
Douglas Raymond Colvin, 
Defendant 
TO THE CLERK OF THIS COURT: 
CASE NO. CR-92-00730 
Order for Payment 
of Alcohol Evaluation 
The defendant is indigent and has been provided the services of the public 
defender. This court has also approved the alcohol evaluation to prepare the 
defense in this case. Therefor, the court authorizes and directs the dark to pay 
$125.00 to John A. Miller out of the appropriate fund of this court for his services 
rendered on behalf of the defendant. 
Dated: Tuesday, December 1, 1992. 
_ WWW Michael Henegen, Attorney 
Order for Payment of Alcohol Evaluation - Page 1 --
-·---·- n ....... ._ .... ._ -, ::'..::..': :r..::.."': P.O. Box 3674 · {.,/ 
~ :.=:.: Moscow, ID 83843 = = (208) 882-5722 
Fax (208) 882-8475 ORIGINAL 
D. RAY BARKER 
Attorney at Law 
204 East First Street 
P.O. Box 9408 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-6749 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-92-00730 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION FOR REDUCTION 
vs. ) OF SENTENCE 
) 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW the defendant, Douglas Raymond Colvin, by and 
through his attorney of record, D. Ray Barker, and pursuant to Rule 
35, Idaho Criminal Rules, moves the court for a reduction of the 
sentence imposed on the defendant on November 2, 1992. Also 
pursuant to Rule 35, Idaho Criminal Rules, the defendant requests 
that he be allowed to present additional testimony and oral 
argument. 
DATED this 26th day of 
D. Ray 13arker 
Attor~y for Defendant 
MOTION FOR REDUCTION OF SENTENCE - 1 
CERTIFICATE OF HAND-DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and accurate copy of 
foregoing Motion for Reduction of Sentence was hand-delivered this 
26th day of February, 1993, to the office of William w. Thompson 
Jr., Latah County Prosecuting Attorney, Latah County Courthouse, 
Moscow, Idaho. 
MOTION FOR REDUCTION OF SENTENCE - 2 
4 
D. RAY BARKER 
Attorney at Law 
204 East First Street 
P.O. Box 9408 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-6749 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-92-00730 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) STIPULATION 
) 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
11 
COMES NOW the defendant, Douglas Raymond Colvin, through his 
attorney, D. Ray Barker, and the Prosecuting Attorney of Latah 
County, Idaho, and stipulate as follows: 
The Rule 35 Motion filed herein by the defendant on February 
26, 1993, should be heard on or about May 14, 1993. 
The reason for the delay in hearing said motion is to allow 
the defendant's attorney, who was appointed after sentencing, an 
opportunity to become familiar with the facts of the case and with 
the events that occurred prior to his appointment and to adequately 
prepare for said hearing. 
STIPULATION - 1 
DATED this 8th day of 
arker 
Attorn y for Defendant 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
STIPULATION - 2 
' 6 
D. RAY BARKER 
Attorney at Law 
204 East First Street 
P.O. Box 9408 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-6749 
21 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-92-00730 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) STIPULATION 
) 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW the defendant, Douglas Raymond Colvin, through his 
attorney, D. Ray Barker, and the Prosecuting Attorney of Latah 
County, Idaho, and stipulate as follows: 
The hearing on the defendant's Rule 35 Motion previously set 
for hearing on Monday, May 17, 1993, should be continued and reset 
for June 7, 1993. 
The reason of the continuance is to allow counsel adequate 
time to review the transcript of the original sentencing hearing 
which counsel received on May 12, 1993. 
DATED this 13th day of May, 1993. 
STIPULATION - 1 
D. Ray arker 
Attorzyey for Defendant 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
STIPULATION - 2 
/~ 
f 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CR92-00730 
ORDER SETTING MOTION HEARING 
It is hereby ORDERED that the defendant, his counsel, and the 
State's attorney all appear before this Court at 2:00 P.M. on , 
Monday, May 17, 1993, for hearing of the Rule 35 motion filed 
herein by the defendant on February 26, 1993. 
DATED this 12th day of April, 1993. 
ORDER SFITING MOTION HEARING - 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I do hereby certify that a full, 
and correct copy of the foregoing 
ORDER TO APPEAR was mailed to: 
on 
WILLIAM W. THOMPSON, JR. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
MOSCOW, ID 83843 
D. RAY BARKER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
P.O. BOX 9408 
MOSCOW, ID 83843 
ORDER SETTING MOTION HEARING - 2 
eo 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF IATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR92-00730 
Plaintiff, ) 
) ORDER RESETTING HEARING 
vs. ) 
) 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
) 
In order to accommodate the calendar of counsel for the 
defendant, it is hereby ORDERED that the hearing of defendant's 
motion for reduction of sentence presently set for June 7, 1993, be 
vacated and is reset to commence at 4:00 P.M. on June 30, 1993. 
DATED this 27th day of May, 1993. 
ORDER RESE'ITING HEARING - 1 
l 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I do hereby certify that a full, 
true and correct copy of the foregoing 
ORDER RESETTING HEARING was mailed to: 
on 
WILLIAM W. THOMPSON, JR. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
MOSCOW, ID 83843 
D. RAY BARKER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
P.O. BOX 9408 
MOSCOW, ID 83843 
ORDER RESETTING HEARING - 2 
I 11 l 2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR92-00730 
Plaintiff, ) 
) ORDER RESETTING HEARING 
vs. ) OF RULE 35 MOTION 
) 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
) 
The defendant has filed a motion for reduction of sentence 
under I.C.R. 35 and the Court previously set such motion for 
hearing on June 30, 1993. Such hearing was thereafter vacated due 
to a criminal jury trial then in progress over which the under-
signed was presiding. Good cause appearing, 
It is hereby ORDERED that the June 30, 1993, hearing of 
defendant's Rule 35 I.C.R. motion is hereby vacated and 
It is FURTHER ORDERED that the same is reset for hearing to 
commence at 1:30 P.M. on Wednesday, the 28th day of July, 1993; and 
It is FURTHER ORDERED that the parties hereto may present 
oral argument and offer such testimony or other evidence as they 
may desire. 
ORDER RESETTING HEARING - 1 
-A 
DATED this U, day of July, 1993, nunc pro tune June 30, 1993. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I do hereby certify that a full, 
true and correct copy of the foregoing 
ORDER RESETTING HEARING was mailed to: 
WILLIAM W. THOMPSON, JR. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
MOSCOW, ID 83843 
D. RAY BARKER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
P.O. BOX 9408 
MOSCOW, ID 83843 
on this ~day of_---,:;,-?-~-~~4 
ORDER RESETTING HEARING - 2 
4 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATA,H 
- COURT 
John H. Bengtson 
District Judge 
Date: 07-28-93 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
P1aintiffs, 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant~ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
MINUTES -
Jean E. Kelly 
court Reporter 
Tape No. 93-3-80/1469 
Time: 1:34 P.M. 
case No. CR92-00730 
APPEARANCES: 
Robin M. Eckmann, Deputy Prosecutor 
Appearing on behalf of the state 
Defendant not present, but repr by 
Michael Henegen, Public Defender 
Subject of Proceedings: RULE 35 MOTION FOR REDUCTION OF SENTENCE 
This being the time fixed pursuant to order of the Court for hearing of 
defendant's Rule 35 motion for reduction of sentence in this case, court 
noted the presence of counsel. 
Court informed counsel that it noted from a review of the file that no 
substitution of court appointed counsel had been filed. Court instructed Mr. 
Barker to prepare such subst,itution of counsel and the Court \\fill sign the 
same nunc pro tune from the time Mr. Barker was appointed. 
There being no objection from the state, Joyce Colvin was called, sworn 
and testified for the defendant. Defendant's E~hibits #1 and #2, defendant's 
telephone bills, were marked for identification, offered and admitted into 
evidence without objection. Court questioned th~ witness. Cross examination 
by Ms. Eckmann. No redirect examination. There being no objection from 
counsel, the witness was excused. 
Mr. Barker argued in support of defendant's Rule 35 motion for reduction 
of sentence. Ms. Eckmann argued in opposition thereto. Mr. Barker argued in 
rebuttal. 
In response to inquiry from the Court, both counsel indicated that the 
~---......c=o=u=r-t: colild -consider~th±s- motion- as having been fully submitted. 
In response to inquiry from the CoQrt, Mr. 
defendant's motion is solely a plea for leniency, 
sentence given is unduly severe. 
Barker stated that 
contending that the 
Court found that the original sentence imposed is not unduly severe and 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Cl erk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 
denied defendant's motion for reduction of sentence for reasons articulated 
on the ~ecord. Court suggested that Mr. Barker might want to look into the 
matter of the state not providing the treatment to the defendant ~hich this 
court ordered pursuant to Idaho Code 18-207. 
court instructed Ms. Eclon~nn to prepare an appropriate order in 
accordance with its ruling. 
Court recessed at 2:17 P.M., Subject to Call. 
Terry Odenborg 
Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 2 6 
~ &...JI GUMMUNIGA I IUNS (,9) 
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509-397-3247 994 30 ATT-Page l 
AT&T 
Billing And Service DATE OF BILL JUN 01, 1992 
Questions -- Call 
l 800 222-0300 -- No Charge 
AT&T DETAIL OF CURRENT CHARGES 
LONG DISTANCE 
NET 
DATE TIME CLASS TO FROM NUMBER MIN CHARGE 
-~-----~-----~-----------------~--~-----------------------~---~-------------------
1. 4/26 958PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9674 4 DISCOUNTED 2.44 & 
2. 4/27 808PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9674 / 37 DISCOUNTED 7 .11 & 
3. 4/29 749PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 40 DISCOUNTED 4.91 & 
4. 5/01 736PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 v 3 DISCOUNTED .45 & 
5. 5/01 806PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9674 / 29 DISCOUNTED 5.98 & 
6. 5/03 ll24AM C TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 l DISCOUNTED .18 & 
7. 5/03 727PM B TO GARRISON NA 872 6235 6 DISCOUNTED .81 & 
e. 5/03 838PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529.V-~---Z-- -DISCOUNTED 
.,. ?: 
u . ...,..., 
.... :;,·03 o4GPVi ti ·1u PALOUSE WA 878 1529, 4 DISCOUNTED .57 & 7• 
10. 5/04 llllAM A TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 ,/ 54 7.53 & 
11. 5/04 107PM A TO PULLMAN WA 335 2164 3 .54 & 
12. 5/04 922PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 5075 1 DISCOUNTED .13 & 
13. 5/04 922PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 5075 l DISCOUNTED .13 & 
14. 5/04 924PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 5075 14 DISCOUNTED 1.82 & 
15. 5/04 945PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 885 7394 16 DISCOUNTED 2.08 & 
16. 5/05 756PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9652 , 19 DISCOUNTED 4.56 & 
17. 5/05 904PM E FROM KLflt11H!i __ CJR_-' 503 884 8880/ 54 DISCOUNTED 9. 72 & 
18. 5/06 846PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 885 7394 1 DISCOUNTED .13 & 
19. 5/06 847PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 5075 36 DISCOUNTED 4.68 & 
20. 5/07 659AM C TO GARRISON WA 872 6235 l DISCOUNTED .18 & 
21. 5/08 825PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9611 15 DISCOUNTED 4.00 & 
22. 5/09 946AM C TO GARRISON WA 872 6235 .,.- 2 DISCOUNTED .28 & 
23. 5/10 832PM B TO PALOUSE l"A 878 1529 l DISCOUNTED • 21 & 
24. 5/12 607PM B TO PULLMAN WA 334 2339 9 DISCOUNTED 1.17 & 
25. 5/12 849PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9652 11 DISCOUNTED 3.43 & 
26. 5/13 452PM A TO PULLMAN WA 334 1133 2 .40 & 
27. 5/13 454PM A TO PULLMAN WA 332 6585 2 .40 & 
28. 5/13 901PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 1761 / 44 DISCOUNTED 5. 72 & 
29. 5/13 945PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 2 DISCOUNTED .33 & 
30. 5/13 1048PM B TO PULLMAN l<IA 334 9645 2 DISCOUNTED .33 & 
31. 5/14 954AM A TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 V 75 10.40 & 
32. 5/14 1156AM A TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 1761 , 9 1.71 & 
33. 5/14 928PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529., 5 DISCOUNTED .69 & 
34. 5/14 941PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529/ 26 DISCOUNTED 3.22 & 
35. 5/16 1155AM C TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529-' 2 DISCOUNTED • 28 & 
36. 5/16 301PM C TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529· l DISCOUNTED .18 & 
37. 5/16 504PM C TO PALOUSE NA 878 1529, 1 DISCOUNTED .18 & 
38. 5/18 703PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529, 29 DISCOUNTED 3.58 & 
39. 5/20 708PM M TO DIR ASST ID 208 555 1212 1 .65 & 
40. 5/20 716PM *B TO MOSCm~ ID 208 882 3117 1 DISCOUNTED .13 & 
41. 5/20 730PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 070 Z ' ' DISCOUNTED 1.43 & vrV~ J..l 
42. 5/20 748PM *B TO BOISE ID 208 377 1637 27 DISCOUNTED 3.91 & 
43. 5/21 532PM M TO BI 900 737 6781 2 4.00 
44. 5/21 713PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 / 4 DISCOUNTED • 57 & 
45. 5/21 919PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9789 2 DISCOUNTED 2.16 & 
46. 5/24 1211PM M TO DIR ASST ID 208 555 1212 l .65 & 
47. 5/24 1212PM *C TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 1498 1 DISCOUNTED 
, , & • J. J. 
48. 5/24 822PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 5075 l DISCOUNTED .13 & 
49. 5/24 824PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 5075 1 DISCOUNTED .13 & 
50. 5/24 825PM *B TO MOSCO!,! ID 208 882 5075 7 DISCOUNTED • 91 & 
51. 5/25 631PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 / 2 DISCOUNTED .33 & 
CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE 
., ,:;.::,1 CUMMUNICA T/ONS @) 
AT&T 
509-397-3247 994 30 ATT-Page 2 
Billing And Service DATE OF BILL JUN 01, 1992 
Questions -- Call 
l 800 222-0300 -- No Charge 
AT&T DETAIL OF CURRENT CHARGES 
LONG DISTANCE CONTINUED FROM PREVIOUS PAGE 
NET 
DATE TIME CLASS TO FROM NUMBER MIN CHARGE 
--------------------~-~--------------~--------~------------~----~------~----~~---
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
-, 
.. 
8. 
9. 
10. 
11. 
5/25 941PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529V l DISCOUNTED 
5/25 748PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9717 3 DISCOUNTED 
5/25 840PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9789 28 DISCOUNTED 
5/26 722PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1600 l DISCOUNTED 
5/27 811PM *B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 1904 1 DISCOUNTED 
5/28 626AM C TO GARRISON WA 872 6235 1 DISCOUNTED 
5/28 634AM C TO PULLMAN 1-!A 334 6381 2 ·DISCOUNTED· 
5/28 1017AM A TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 5526 I 2 
5/28 l050AM A TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 V 10 
SUBTOTAL 
CALLS BILLED TO CALLING CARD 397-3247 
5/02 425PM N FROM ENDICOT WA 657 3632 
TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 1 DISCOUNTED 
5/22 1050AM N FROM OAKESDA WA 285 4011 
TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 13 
SUBTOTAL 
TOTAL 
**************************************************************** 
*After analyzing your AT&T long distance calls on this bill, we 
find you could have saved money with the AT&T Reach Out~ America 
Half-Hour plan. For $4.00 a month you get 30 minutes of out-of-
state direct-dialed calling during the plan's weekend and night 
calling hours, and a 20% discount off already-reduced AT&T 
evening prices. For more information call 
1 800 REACH OUT, EXT. 7193. 
**************************************************************** 
Class of Call Codes--
A - Dialed-Day-Full Rate 
B Dialed-Evening-Discounted 
C Dialed-Night-Discounted 
F Station-Evening-Discounted 
M Miscellaneous 
Class Explained in Call Detail 
N Station-Dialed Calling Card 
If moving, for questions regarding AT&T long distance Service 
in your new location, call toll free 800 222-0300. 
This portion of your bill is provided as a service to AT&T. There is no 
connection between US WEST Communications and AT&T. You may choose 
another company for your long distance telephone calls while still 
receiving your local telephone service from US WEST Communications. 
• 21 & 
2.30 & 
5.83 & 
.21 & 
.13 & 
.18 & 
.28 & 
.38 & 
1. 50 & 
116.92 
1. 01 & 
2.71 & 
3.72 
120.64 
8 
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Billing Questions Call DATE OF BILL JUN 26, 1992 
1 800 222-0300 -- No Charge 
AT&T DETAIL OF CURRENT CHARGES 
LONG DISTANCE 
NET 
DATE TIME CLASS TO FROM NUMBER MIN CHARGE 
-------------------------------------------------------------~----------~---~---------
1. 5/28 725PM B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 0783 2 DISCOUNTED • 26 & 
2. 5/28 825PM B TO PALOUSE HA 878 1600 1 DISCOUNTED • 21 & 
3. 5/29 736PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9789 23 DISCOUNTED 5.13 & 
4. 5/30 llOPM C TO MOSCOH ID 208 882 0783 2 DISCOUNTED • 22 & 
5. 5/31 951PM B TO GARRISON HA 872 6235 2 DISCOUNTEP .33 & 
6. 6/01 821PM B TO PALOUSE HA 878 1529/ 6 DISCOUNTED .81 & 
7. 6/Gl 1020;:,;1 n TO PULLMAN WA 334 2312 1 DISCOUNTED ..,, <> ...... '-' 
8. 6/01 815PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9717 22 DISCOUNTED 4.99 & 
9. 6/02 318PM A TO GARFIELD HA 635 1557 2 .40 & 
10. 6/02 657PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 v' 3 DISCOUNTED • 45 & 
11. 6/02 912PM B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 0783 3 DISCOUNTED .39 & 
12. 6/02 1147PM C TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 v· 22 DISCOUNTED 2.27 & 
13. 6/03 1245PM A TO PULLMAN WA 335 2164 I .27 & 
14. 6/05 758PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9789 21 DISCOUNTED 4.84 & 
15. 6/06 759PM G FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9789 27 DISCOUNTED 4.91 & 
16. 6/08 441PM A TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 :/ 49 6.35 & 
17. 6/08 752PM F FROM BOISE ID 208 383 9789 29 DISCOUNTED 5.98 & 
18. 6/09 157PM A TO PULLMAN HA 332 6716 2 .40 & 
19. 6/09 656PM B TO MOSCOW ID 208 882 1904 14 DISCOUNTED 1.82 & 
20. 6/09 723PM B TO PALOUSE i~A 878 1600 1 DISCOUNTED • 21 & 
21. 6/09 724PM B TO PULLMAN WA 334 2339 24 DISCOUNTED 2.98 & 
22. 6/09 855PM B TO GARRISON WA 872 6235 1 DISCOUNTED • 21 & 
23. 6/09 923PM B TO PALOUSE HA 878 1600 1 DISCOUNTED • 21 & 
24. 6/09 928PM B TO PALOUSE 1>1A 878 1529 ;· 1 DISCOUNTED • 21 & 
25. 6/09 1155PM C TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529• 50 DISCOUNTED 5.07 & 
26. 6/10 838AM A TO PULLMAN WA 335 2164 1 • 27 & 
27. 6/10 1207PM A TO PALOUSE WA 878 1763 32 4.51 & 
28. 6/10 734PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 ,/ 1 DISCOUNTED • 21 & 
29. 6/10 800PM F FROM OROFINO ID 208 476 9941 2 DISCOUNTED 2.15 & 
30. 6/11 939PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 •· 1 DISCOUNTED • 21 & 
31. 6/11 805PM F FROM OROFINO ID 208 476 9942 18 DISCOUNTED 4.38 & 
32. 6/12 641AM C TO GARRISON WA 872 6235 2 DISCOUNTED • 28 & 
33. 6/12 739PM B TO PALOUSE WA 878 1763 17 DISCOUNTED 2.14 & 
SUBTOTAL 63.28 
AT&T CALLS CHARGED TO AUS WEST CALLING CARD 397-3247 
34. 6/04 1109AM N FROM YAKIMA HA 457 
~t;~ ,/ IU PP.LOUSE !-<!A 8/g 1--- 7 2 ... 25 & 
35. 6/06 1250PM N FROM YAKIMA HA 575 9812 
TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 v 1 DISCOUNTED 1. 06 & 
36. 6/07 828PM N FROM YAKIMA HA 575 9812 
TO PALOUSE WA 878 1529 V 19 DISCOUNTED 3.98 & 
SUBTOTAL 7.29 
TOTAL 70.57 
Class of Call Codes--
A - Dialed-Day-Full Rate 
B - Dialed-Evening-Discounted 
CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE 
~~DEFENDANT1S 
I ,f ;,'- 9 j~ EXHIBIT I 
'·' 
·~ 2.~ 
----·-- - ---------- - ---------------- - ---~---~----
·----~-----~--- l~J;vEv,·"~ '.-1 
AT&T 509-397-3247F 994 30 ATT-Page 2 
Billing Questions Call DATE OF BILL JUN 26 1992 
1 800 222-0300 No Charge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
________________ ) 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S 
I.C.R. 35 MOTION FOR 
REDUCTION OF SENTENCE 
On the 28th day of July, 1993, the Defendant's counsel, D. 
Ray Barker, and the State appeared before the Court for hearing of 
the Defendant's Motion for Reduction of Sentence. The Court heard 
arguments of Counsel, reviewed the case file herein, and HEREBY 
ORDERS Defendant's Motion for Reduction of Sentence BE DENIED for 
reasons stated by the Court on the record. 
DATED this 1~ day of July, 1993. 
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S 
I.C.R. 35 MOTION FOR REDUCTION 
OF SENTENCE: Page -1-
1 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Order Denying Defendant's I.C.R. 35 Motion For Reduction of 
Sentence was mailed, postage prepaid, this~ day of July, 
1993, to: 
D. Ray Barker 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 9408 
Moscow, ID 83843 
William W. Thompson, Jr. 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Latah County Courthouse 
Moscow, ID 83843 
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S 
I.C.R. 35 MOTION FOR REDUCTION 
OF SENTENCE: Page -2-
SUSAN R. PETERSON 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Defendant - Prose 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND 
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OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF "STANDBY" COUNSEL, 
PURSUANT TO STATE V. 
AVERETT, 142 Idaho 879, 
886 {Ct.App. 2006). 
COMES NOW, Douglas Raymond Colvin, Defendant, currently act-
ing Prose, in the above entitled matter and requests that this 
Honorable Court to grant the Defendant's MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF "STANDBY" COUNSEL on reasons more fully set forth herein and 
in the AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF "STAND-
BY" COUNSEL. 
1. Defendant is currently incarcerated within the Idaho Dep-
artment of Correction under the direct care, custody and 
control of Warden Randy Blades of the Idaho State Correc-
tional Center and needs research help to get case law. 
2. The issues to be presented in this case may become too 
complex for the Defendant to properly pursue on his own. 
The Defendant lacks the knowledge and skill needed to re-
present himself alone. In Re: "STANDBY COUNSEL ONLY" re-
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL & MEMORANDUM - 1 
quested. 
3. Defendant required assistance completing these pleadings, 
as he was unable to do it himself, without proper legal 
research. 
4. The Defendant has been dealing with depression and ADHD 
and does not fully understand the court proceedings. 
The Defendant respectfully requests that the Honorable Court 
appoint counsel from an office different from the Latah County 
Public Defender's Office as he has had inadequate representation 
from that office on two (2) different occasions. The Defendant 
feels the Latah County Public Defender's Office did not and will 
not have the Defendant's best interest in mind {i.e., "conflicts 
counsel"). 
/7 0 DATED this day of ~/1.-1t?_r_c~___,,-_---' 20 l'J--_ 
Defendant 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT FOR APPOINTMENT OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Ada 
) 
) ss 
) 
Douglas Raymond Colvin, after duly sworn upon his oath, de-
poses and says as follows: 
1. I am the Affiant in the above-entitled case; 
2. I am currently residing at the Idaho State Correctional 
Center, under the care, custody and control of Warden 
Randy Blades and there is no legal case law and no legal 
research here. 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL & MEMORANDUM - 2 
3. I am indigent and do not have any funds to hire a private 
counsel and I would like to talk 
before proceeding 
Standby Counsel" 
4. I am without bank accounts, stocks, bonds, real estate or 
any other form of real property; 
5. I am unable to provide any other form of security; 
6. I am untrained in the law and there is no assistance from 
our law library that is on site. 
7. If I am forced to proceed without counsel being appoint-
ed, I will be unfairly handicapped in competing with 
trained and competent counsel of the State, if a hearing 
is granted. 
Further the affiant sayeth naught. 
WHEREFORE, the Defendant respectfully prays that this Honor-
able Court issue it's Order granting the Defendant's MOTION FOR 
APPOINTMENT OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" to assist the Defendant in any 
matter he needs help with in representing his best interest, or 
in the alternative grant any such relief to which it may appear 
the Defendant is entitled to (i.e., order "Standby Counsel" from 
"Conflicts" office. 
DATED this IJ.!_ day of 
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/7 1'~ SUBSCRIBED, SWORN AND AFFIRMED to before me this day of 
(SEAL) R VERHJ.\GE j,n.: NOTARY PUBUC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Notary 
Commission 
for Idaho 
ires: t'.?l'\-S\lC\ 
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- MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF STANDBY COUNSEL -
A. STANDBY COUNSEL REQUESTED IN AID OF PLEADINGS AND ANY COURT 
HEARINGS. 
The court's appointment of a standby counsel to assist a 
person who has invoked the right to {proceed prose does not re-
quire the movant to continue proceeding prose in the event coun-
sel is needed for research, supplemental pleadings, and to comply 
with court rules at hearings in court, or telephonic conferences) 
or if said person has invoked the right to proceed prose does 
not violate the Sixth Amendment. See United States v. Pilla, 550 
F.2d 1085 {8th Cir. 1997), cert. denied, 432 U.S. 907 (1997). 
A Defendant may request that standby counsel be appointed to 
assist in the criminal proceedings. See United States v. Walsh, 
742 F.2d 1006 {6th Cir. 1984). 
Controlling Authority in Idaho Case Law is established at 
State v. Averett, {cited above). Standby Counsel is needed to 
overcome the lack of any law library and absence of aid by per-
sons adequately trained in the law. See ABA Standard for Criminal 
Justice. 6-3.7 & 6-3.7(a). 
I therefore submit the/a, conclusion of law that previous 
counsel was ineffective at every critical stage of the proceed-
ings. That I had ineffective Rule 35 Counsel. Deficient in per-
formance for failing to raise my issue of illegal sentencing in 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL & MEMORANDUM - 5 
the timely application, where the sole reason why I was not gran-
ted relief illegality was due II udice 11 suffered from 
deficient performance" of counsel. 
I am entitled to remedy in accordance with United States 
Supreme Court Case law. See Strickland v. Washington, 104 s.ct. 
2062 (1984). 
The Strickland, two-prong test requiring a showing of difi-
cient performance, resulting in prejudice, having been satisfied 
by my showings in the principal pleadings submitted herewith. 
It's possible the court will compound the error by denying 
standby counsel due to lack of timeliness, and I would like to 
set forth this objection thereto, now. Based on grounds of "tote-
mpole" prejudiced suffered from Strickland, error. 
Because the facts of this case are subjective, I urge the 
conclusion as being objective, where I NOUld have been entitled, 
and the court would have had to/or granted relief from an illegal 
sentencing procedure if counsel had noticed it, objected to it 
and argued it in the first Rule 35. 
ORDER STANDBY COUNSEL from outside the Public Defender's Of-
fice, and allow me to confer with them and determine whether, or 
how best to proceed, please. 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL & MEMORANDUM 6 
A SWORN STATEMENT UNDE~ IDAHO LAW: 
I, Douglas Raymond Colvin, do certify (or declare) under 
penalty of perjury, pursuant to Idaho Code 9-1406 (and Federal 
Code 28 U.S.C. 1746), that the aforementioned facts and law are 
true and correct to the best of my belief and/or personal know-
ledge. 
Defendant 
- RELIEF SOUGHT -
Defendant/Movant requests: a) Filing Nith the Court. b) Ap-
pointment of standby counsel. c) ORDER requiring standby counsel 
to confer with Defendant prior to proceeding. 
ALTERNATIVELY, the Court is asked to NOTICE UP FOR HEARING, 
ORDER TRANSPORT, and GRANT COUNSEL to assist me in presenting my 
causes and relevant admissible evidence in support thereof. 
The Defendant/Movant also respectfully requests that if this 
Honorable Court does order transport for the hearing, the Defen-
dant asks that the order include all of his medications and his 
legal files. 
,t-4, 
DATED this -1..:2:_ day of _ti_,q_r._c_~_· ______ , 20 !S-: 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant, do her-
certify that I have mailed by United States Mail, one copy of 
the MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT FOR APPOINTMENT OF" STANDBY" 
COUNSEL; MEMORANDUM OF LAW: and RELIEF SOUGHT for filing on this 
,rt, ~ day of f1_c.rcl\ , 20 /5-, to: 
Latah County District Courts 
P~O. Box 8068 · 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Latah County Prosecutor 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL & MEMORANDUM - 8 
Douglas Raymonrt Colvtn 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
PO. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAT.., Dli:$.'!'"R~~·~ T\ 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO,' IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I. 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF 
AN I.C."R. RULE 35(a) 
ILLEGAL SENTENCE FROM 
THE FACE OF THE RECORD 
NOTICE TO ALL PARTIES: 1) LATAH COUNTY DISTRICT COURT CLERK, 
LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. BOX 8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843. 2) 
LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR, LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. BOX 8068, 
MOSCOW, ID 83843, 3) DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN (SUPRA) DEFENDANT-
MOVANT. 
II. 
COMES NOW, Douglas Raymond Colvin, Defendant-Movant, in the 
above captioned case, whom does hereby present my timely I.C.R. 
Rule 35(a) claim entitling me to relief as a matter of law and 
fact set upon the face of the record. 
A. AS A QUESTION OF LAW ESTABLISHED ON THE FACE OF THE RECORD, 
THE SENTENCING JUDGE FAILED TO UNAMBIGUOUSLY ASK, "IF THE DE-
FENDANT WISHES TO MAKE A STATEMENT AND TO PRESENT ANY INFORMA-
TION IN MITIGATION OF PUNISHMBNT. 11 l'<EQUI"RED BY I.C.R. RUT..,E 33 
(a)(1) VIOLATING I.C. TITLE 19, SECTION 25 ET SEQ.,. 
On the 26th day of October, 1992, the Defendant, his counsel 
and the Prosecutor did appear for sentencing before the Honorable 
MOTION TO CORRECT AN ILLEGAL SENTENCE, RULE 35(a) - 1 
District Judge John H. Bengston. 
Evidence established upon the face of that transcript pre-
May 12, 1993, by Jean E. Kelly, Court Reporter: 
See 11 Tr 11 p. 83, Ls. 4-10; 
4 THE COURT: Thank you counsel. 
5 Mr. Colvin, under the laws of this State you as 
6 a Defendant at the time of sentencing have the right 
7 to make a personal statement to the Court. If you 
8 wish to do so I 11ould be pleased to hear from you." 
Defendant-Movant respectfully objects to the Courts offer as 
being so ambiguous as to have rendered my sentence illegal on the 
basis that I was not adequately offered the right to allocution 
that is required via Idaho Constitution (Art. I §13) and Federal 
Constitution (U.S.C. Amendments 5 & 14). 
III. 
Defendant-Movant does hereby incorporate the Sentencing Hea-
ring Transcript by this reference thereto. Submitted as relevant 
admissible evidence to support my claims. 
A. That the Sentence Violated Idaho Law and is Ipso Facto Illegal 
(against or not authorized by law) under circumstances set and 
established upon the face of that record. 
The oral pronouncement of sentence shows I was only asked to 
give a personal statement. Here, I not only ~as specifically dir-
ected at making only a personal statement, I was not given the 
opportunity to present mitigating information or evidence expres-
sly required by the law and rules of Idaho State. 
MOTION TO CORRECT AN ILLEGAL SENTENCE, RULE 35(a) 2 
IV. 
ARGUMENT: 
Before sentence is imposed, the Defendant has a right of 
a locution The Court s required to the Defendant if he wis-
hes to make a statement and to present any information on mitiga-
tion of punishment. State v. Goldman, 107 Idaho 209 (1984) 687 
P.2d 599, 107 Idaho at p.210 "Before imposing sentence, the Court 
shall afford counsel and opportunity to speak on behalf of the 
Defendant and shall ask the Defendant personally to ask him if he 
wishes to present any information in mitigation of punishment." 
The face of my record shoNS the Court failed to do so. 
v. 
The Court failed to clearly and unequivocally present the 
Defendant with an opportunity to make a statement on his own be-
half and in mitigation of punishment. 
A. The Face of the Sentencing Hearing Transcript Shows the Trial 
Court Judge Unreasonably Restricted the Defendant's Statement 
to Only Personal Nature. 
B. The Defehda~t Was Prejudi~~d 5y· th~- Court's Failure:to Unequi-
vocally Inquire (Required by ~ule 33(a)(1 )). 
1. I was prevented from raising the fact I never even had an 
opportunity to read the Plea Agreement, because counsel 
placed it on the desk, opened to signature line, and told 
me to sign it. 
2. I was prevented from presenting relevant mitigating infor-
mation about my attempts to seek treatment and resulting 
evaluations establishing mental health as mitigation under 
the circumstances. 
C. The Above Stated Facts Established by Clear and Convincing Ev-
idence Show the Sentence in Violation of Idaho Code ~19 2512 
(Arraignment to allow Defendant to present mitigating state-
ment) for a Lower Minimum Sentence. 
1. The imposed twenty-five (25) year minimum fixed portion is 
prejudiced, because I Nas entitled to argue for ten (10) 
MOTION TO CORRECT AN ILLEGAL SENTENCE, RULE 35(a) - 3 
3 
year minimum under the Rule 11 and was prevented. 
2 Therefore, the Court is asked to remand for resentencing, 
or: 
a. Grant alternative relief to dismiss or dissolve the Plea 
Agreement, because I was prevented from my right to ful-
ly and fairly present mitigating information entitled, 
for a ten (10) year minimum term. 
VI. 
ALTERNATIVELY, given the prison's Access to Courts Policy in 
practice prevents me from access to one trained in the law and 
denies me access to a law library. 
A. I MOVE FOR AN ORDER GRANTING STANDBY COUNSEL TO AID AND ASSIST 
ME IN LEGAL RESEARCH AND TO AMEND SUPPLEMENT OR OTHERWISE ACT 
ON SAID CLAIMS VIA IDAHO CONSTITUTION ARTICLE I. §13 AND U.S. 
C. AMENDMENT 6. 
B. I REQUEST ALTERNATIVE RELIEF OF THE COURT TO ORDER WHETHER THE 
CLAIM IS ONE AN ILLEGAL SENTENCE OR AN ILLEGALLY IMPOSED SEN-
TENCE REQUIRING TO BE RAISED IN 180 DAYS. 
1. ON SAID BASIS; GRANT LEAVE TO PROCEED ON SUCCESSIVE POST-
CONVICTION DUE TO THE NEW RULING TENDING TO SUPPORT INEF-
FECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF RULE 35 COUNSEL FOR OMITTING THE 
CLAIM TIMELY. 
C. MOVE FOR AN ORDER SEEKING JUDICIAL NOTICE OF THE SENTENCING 
HEARING TRANSCRIPT AND THE FACE OF THE JUDGMENT WHEREIN ILLE-
GALITY IS ESTABLISHED AND RESTS THEREAFTER. 
D. MOVE FOR AN EVIDENTIARY HEARING BE NOTICED TO ALL PARTIES AND 
ORDER FOR TRANSPORT ISSUE. 
FURTHER SAYETH AFFIANT NAUGHT: 
VII. 
DECLARATION OF DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN 
1. The above stated facts are true and correct to the best of my 
personal belief and knowledge. 
2. So sworn to under statute. under penalty of perjury. £fl . 
By 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN 
Pursuant Idaho Code §9-1406 
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VIII. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
Having placed the foregoing Rule 35(a) into the hands of 
son staff for copies and filing by U.S. Postal Service via 
first class postage prepaid TO ALL PARTIES~ 
BY ME. 
DOUGLAS RAYM9ND COLVIN 
DATED: }/;7/j~ 
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1 treatment for Mr. Colvin that has been recommended by 
2 Dr . Emery in his repor t. 
3 
4 
5 
6 
Thank you . 
THE COURT: Thank you , counsel . 
Mr. Colvin, under the laws of this State you as 
a Defendant at the time of sentencing have the right 
7 to make a personal statement to the Court. If you 
8 wish to do so I would be pleased to hear from you. If 
9 you don't wish to make a statement just advise me that 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
that's your decision. 
THE DEFENDANT: I would like to, your Honor. 
THE COURT: Fine. If you'd speak up, please. 
THE DEFENDANT: I'll try to. 
I know I had a problem and that's why I tried 
15 to get help. I went to DSHS --
16 
17 
{THE DEFENDANT CRYING.) 
THE DEFENDANT: -- to get help and they sent me 
18 to Whitman County Mental Health to get evaluated. 
19 Mental Health sent me to the alcohol center to 
20 determine what -- determine whether I had a alcohol 
21 problem or not. I'm not a violent person drunk or 
22 sober. 
23 {THE DEFENDANT CRYING.) 
24 THE DEFENDANT: Matter of fact when I got drunk 
25 I was very mellow. I didn't believe in violence. And 
83 
6 
'' ! 
I 
: · , · 1 
() 
(~) 
() ) 
plea was duly and lawfully accepted by the Court. The Court heard 
argument of Counsel, statements of the Defendant, and considered 
the case file and presentence report herein, then asked the 
Defendant if he had any legal cause to show why judgment should not 
be pronounced, to which the Defendant replied he had none. 
THEREFORE, the Court renders its judgment: 
The Court finds that the said DOUGL.4S RAYMOND COLVIN, having 
pleaded guilty to the crime of MURDER IN THE SECOND DEGREE, Idaho 
Code 18-4001, 4003, 4004, a Felony, is guilty of said offense and; 
IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that the said DOUGLAS 
RAYMOND COLVIN, stands CONVICTED OF RECORD of the crime of MURDER 
IN THE SECOND DEGREE, Idaho Code 18-4001, 4003, 4004, a Felony, and 
that he be committed to the custody of the Idaho state Board of 
Correction for life, with credit for time served in the amount of 
one hundred thirty four (134) days; pursuant to Idaho Code 19-2513, 
the Defendant shall serve a minimum period of confinement of not 
less than twenty-five (25) years. During said twenty-five year 
period of time the Defendant shall not be eligible for parole or 
discharge or credit or reduction of sentence for good conduct 
except for meritorious service. After said twenty-five year period 
of time, the Defendant shall subsequently be confined for a maximum 
indeterminate period of time not to exceed the duration of his 
natural life. Provided further, pursuant to Idaho Code 18-207, 19-
2522, 2423, the court hereby orders that the Defendant be placed 
in an appropriate facility for treatment of his mental condition 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION: Page -2-
7 
LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE 
MIA M. VOWELS 
SR. DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, Idaho 83843-0568 
Phone: (208) 883-2246 
ISB No. 6564 
2015 APR -6 AM 8: 50 
CLE~" OF Dl~'R;CT 
L -·,· /-~,,, . .., .. ,; . IK; d ·-· ,)·.J···.). ·. 
SY \ . ~-+:-pt ;TV 
•- . ~ - ... 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-1992-00730 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
"MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF AN 
I.CR. RULE 35(a) ILLEGAL SENTENCE 
FROM THE FACE OF THE RECORD" 
COMES NOW the State of Idaho, by and through the Latah County Sr. Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney, and respectfully moves the court for the entry of an order denying 
the defendant's "Motion for Correction of an I.CR. Rule 35(a) Illegal Sentence from the Face 
of the Record" filed herein on March 23, 2015. In support of this response and request, the 
undersigned respectfully represents to the court; that the court was fully advised as to ali of 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
"MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF AN 
I.CR. RULE 35(a) ILLEGAL SENTENCE 
FROM THE FACE OF THE RECORD" Page -1-
the circumstances surrounding the defendant's offense and the defendant himself; that the 
defendant was afforded a full and complete opportunity to allocate and to offer whatever 
argument and/ or evidence in mitigation existed; and that the sentence imposed by the 
court was in all ways lawful and proper. 
Under Idaho Criminal Rule (I.CR.) 35(a), "[t]he court may correct a sentence that is 
illegal from the face of the record at any time." However, where the Defendant is seeking to 
correct a sentence imposed in an illegal manner under I.CR. 35(b), the motion must be filed 
"within 120 days after the filing of a judgment of conviction or within 120 days after the 
court releases retained jurisdiction." I.CR. 35. Because this motion has been filed well after 
the 120 day period, the Defendant must show that the sentence is "illegal from the face of 
the record, i.e., does not involve significant questions of fact or require an evidentiary 
hearing." State v. Clements, 148 Idaho 82, 86,218 P.3d 1143, 1147 (2009). In construing I.CR. 
35, the court has held: 
Because an illegal sentence may be corrected at any time, the authority 
conferred by Rule 35 should be limited to uphold the finality of judgments. 
Rule 35 is not a vehicle designed to reexamine the facts underlying the case 
to determine whether a sentence is illegal. 
Id. Narrowing the definition of what is "illegal", the court has stated that "[a] 
sentence is 'illegal' within the meaning of Rule 35 only if it is in excess of statutory iimits or 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
"MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF AN 
I.CR. RULE 35(a) ILLEGAL SENTENCE 
FROM THE FACE OF THE RECORD" Page -2-
otherwise contrary to applicable law." State v. Peterson, 148 Idaho 610, 226 P.3d 552 (Ct. 
App. 2010). For that reason, I.CR. 35 provides that courts may consider and determine 
such motions without additional testimony or oral arguments. Here the Defendant argues 
that he was illegally sentenced based on his claims the Judge did not specifically ask if the 
Defendant wished to present any information in mitigation of punishment. The Defendant 
attached one page from the sentencing transcript and one page from his Judgment of 
Conviction to support his argument. The Defendant's argument is not supported by the 
face of the record. 
It should also be noted that the Defendant pled guilty pursuant to a Rule 11 Plea 
Agreement on July 16, 1992, to the amended charge of Murder in the Second Degree, LC. 
18-4001, 18-4003, 18-4004, a felony. The Court sentenced the Defendant on October 26, 
1992, in accordance with that Rule 11 Plea Agreement. 
It is well established that a "Motion for Reduction of Sentence" under Idaho Criminal 
Rule 35 is simply "a plea for leniency, which may be granted if the sentence originally 
imposed was unduly severe," State v. McCulloch, 133 Idaho 351,352 (Ct.App. 1999); State 
v. Rundle, 107 Idaho 936,937 (Ct.App. 1984); and the burden of proof is on the defendant. 
Rundle, supra. Such motions "shall be considered and determined by the court without the 
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"MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF AN 
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admission of additional testimony and without oral argument, unless otherwise ordered by 
the court in its discretion ... 11 ICR 35. 
Citing to State v. Toohill, 103 Idaho 565 (Ct.App. 1982), the McCulloch Court noted 
that "(a) sentence of confinement is reasonable if it appears at the time of sentencing that 
confinement is necessary 'to accomplish the primary objective of protecting society and to 
achieve any or all of the related goals of deterrence, rehabilitation or retribution applicable 
to a given case"'. Id. 
In the case at bar, the sentence imposed by the Court addresses and is consistent 
with each of the Toohill factors and the defendant has failed to offer any factual or legal 
basis for his claimed relief. Consequently, the State respectfully prays that the court deny 
the defendant's said "Motion for Correction of an I.CR. Rule 35(a) Illegal Sentence from the 
Face of the Record" without the admission of additional evidence and without argument or 
further hearing. 
DATED this _3 __ day of April, 2015. 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT'S "MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF AN I.CR. RULE 35(a) ILLEGAL 
SENTENCE FROM THE FACE OF THE RECORD" was: 
_\L.. mailed, United States mail, postage prepaid 
hand delivered 
__ sent by facsimile, original by mail 
to the following: 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Dated this ~(p __ day of April, 2015. 
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Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Defendant - Prose 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss 
County of Latah ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
FEE WAIVER (PRISONER) 
Petitioner asks to start or defend this case without paying 
fees, and swears under oath: 
1. This is an action for MOTION FOR RELIEF. 
2. I am unable to pay the court costs and I verify that the stat-
ements made in this affidavit are true and correct. I under-
stand that a false statement in this affidavit is perjury and 
I could be sent to prison for one (1) to fourteen (14) years. 
the waiver of payment does not prevent the Court from later 
ordering me to pay costs and fees. 
3. I have attached, to this affidavit, a current statement of my 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER (PRISONER) - 1 
inmate account, certified by a custodian of inmate accounts, 
that reflects the activity of the account over my period of 
incarceration for the last twelve (12) months, whichever is 
less. Under Idaho Code §19-854, subsection (2), I am consider-
ed indigent. 
IDENTIFICATION AND RESIDENCE: 
NAME: Douglas Raymond Colvin OTHER NAMES I HAVE USED: N/A 
ADDRESS: Idaho State Correctional Center/ G-110 B / P.O. Box 
70010 / Boise, ID 83707 
HOW LONG AT THAT ADDRESS: Fifteen (15) years. PHONE: N/A 
DATE AND PLACE OF BIRTH: June 15, 1962 / Colfax, Washington 99111 
EDUCATION COMPLETED: Twelve (12) years 
MARITAL STATUS: Divorced 
ASSETS: 
I neither o~n or am purchasing any real property (land or build-
ings). 
List all other property owned by you and state its value. 
DESCRIPTION AND VALUE: 
CASH: N/A 
NOTES AND RECEIVABLES: N/A 
VEHICLES: N/A 
BANK/CREDIT UNION/SAVINGS/CHECKING ACCOUNTS: N/A 
TRUST FUNDS: Inmate Trust Fund (Statement attached) 
RETIREMENT ACCOUNTS/IRA's/401 (k)'s: N/A 
CASH VALUE INSURANCE: N/A 
MOTORCYCLES/BOATS/RV's/SNOWMOBILES: N/A 
FURNITURE/APPLIANCES: N/A 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER {PRISONER) - 2 
4 
JEWELRY/ANTIQUES/COLLECTIBLES: N/A 
TV's/STEREOS/COMPUTERS/ELECTRONICS: 13 11 TV (bought in 2003) $25; 
Typewriter that is 20 years old $25 
TOOLS/EQUIPMENT: N/A 
SPORTING GOODS/GUNS: N/A 
HORSES/LIVESTOCK/TACK: N/A 
OTHER: N/A 
EXPENSES: 
RENT/HOUSE PAYMENT: N/A 
VEHICLE PAYMENT: N/A 
CREDIT CARDS: N/A 
LOANS: N/A 
ELECTRICITY/NATURAL GAS/WATER/SEWER/TRASH: N/A 
PHONE: N/A 
GROCERIES/CLOTHING: Hygiene, postage, pain reliever, $50 
AUTO FUEL/MAINTENANCE: N/A 
COSMETICS/HAIRCUTS/SALONS: N/A 
ENTERTAINMENT/BOOKS/MAGAZINES: N/A 
HOME/AUTO/LIFE/MEDICAL INSURANCE: N/A 
MEDICAL EXPENSE: $10-$20 every 2-3 months 
OTHER: N/A 
MISCELLANEOUS: 
HOW MUCH CAN YOU BORROW? Nothing 
WHEN DID YOU FILE YOUR LAST INCOME TAX RETURN? 1992. No refund. 
PERSONAL REFERENCES: 
Joyce Colvin/P.O. Box 387/Endicott, WA 99125/(509)657-3632. 
Mother 
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STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Ada 
) 
) ss 
) 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Douglas Raymond Colvin, being duly sworn upon his oath, dep-
ses and states that the party is the Defendant in the above-en-
titled action and that all statements in this MOTION AND AFFIDA-
VIT FOR FEE WAIVER (PRISONER) are true and correct to the best of 
his knowledge and belief. 
DATED this}/ ,r day of 
SUBSCRIBED, SWORN AND AFFIRMED to before me this "':Sis~~ day of 
(SEAL) R VECTHAGE 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
ST.~TE OF iDAHO 
Notary Pub~or Idaho 
Commission expires: ':S\l3\t':] 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant, do her-
eby certify delivery of the MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER 
(PRISONER) to the hands of prison staff for copies, notary, pos-
tage and filing vial U.S. Postal Service to all parties, in ac-
cordance with Houston v. Lack, 487 U.S. 266, 275 - 76 (1988), on 
this ] / f:j::- day of __ /t--'-c;_r-:_c_£_,__ ___ -"-----' 2 0 _b_. 
Latah County District Courts 
P.O. Box 8068 
Mosco~, ID 83843 
Defendant 
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= IDOC TRUST OFFENDER BANK BALANCES 
Doc No: 36777 Name: COLVIN, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
Account: CHK Status: ACTIVE 
Transaction Dates: 03/0l/2014-03/12/2015 
03/12/2015 = 
ICC/UNIT G PRES FACIL 
TIER-1 CELL-10 
Beginning Total Total Current 
Balance Charges Payments Balance 
150.70 1723.20 1561.51 10.99DB 
--------------------------------TRANSACTIONS--------------------------------
Date Batch Description Ref Doc Amount Balance 
03/04/2014 
03/04/2014 
03/10/2014 
03/11/2014 
03/11/2014 
03/12/2014 
03/13/2014 
03/14/2014 
03/17/2014 
03/17/2014 
03/19/2014 
03/19/2014 
03/27/2014 
04/02/2014 
04/09/2014 
04/09/2014 
04/10/2014 
04/14/2014 
04/15/2014 
04/16/2014 
04/22/2014 
04/25/2014 
05/05/2014 
05/07/2014 
05/13/2014 
05/14/2014 
05/21/2014 
06/02/2014 
06/03/2014 
06/04/2014 
06/04/2014 
06/04/2014 
06/17/2014 
06/19/2014 
06/20/2014 
06/24/2014 
06/24/2014 
06/27/2014 
07/08/2014 
IC0660373-369 
IC0660373-370 
HQ0661186-017 
IC0661369-254 
HQ0661376-013 
IC0661525-175 
HQ0661697-025 
IC0661875-005 
099-COMM SPL 
099-COMM SPL 
026-JAIL INCOM 
099-COMM SPL 
011-RCPT MO/CC 
099-COMM SPL 
061-CK INMATE 
071-MED CO-PAY 
FEB PAY 
36487 
297871 
289934 
IC0661881-005 317 REFUND MEDICAL FIX661875 
IC0661882-005 070 PHOTO COPY 289934 
IC0662169-435 099-COMM SPL 
IC0662169-436 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0662994-007 061-CK INMATE 
HQ0663621-017 026-JAIL INCOM 
IC0664470 463 099-COMM SPL 
IC0664470-464 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0664572-007 011-RCPT MO/CC 
IC0664744-019 070-PHOTO COPY 
IC0665000-256 099-COMM SPL 
IC0665117-143 099-COMM SPL 
IC0665572-258~099-COMM SPL 
IC0665948-007 045-CARLS JR 
HQ0666941-016 026-JAIL INCOM 
IC0667413-133 099-COMM SPL 
IC0667971-316 099-COMM SPL 
IC0668255-180 099-COMM SPL 
IC0668955-001 078-MET MAIL 
HQ0670153-012 011-RCPT MO/CC 
IC0670387-248 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0670574-018 026-JAIL INCOM 
HQ0670677-006 026-JAIL INCOM 
IC0670687-150 099-COMM SPL 
IC0672231-408 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0672498-025 061-CK INMATE 
HQ0672592-009 011-RCPT MO/CC 
IC0672947-403 099-COMM SPL 
IC0672947 404 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0673461-026 026-JAIL INCOM 
IC0674700-575 099 COMM SPL 
397872 
MAR PAY 
38810 
295253 
297873 G 
APR PAY 
290501 
42150 
MAY PAY 
PAY CORR 
301311 
43639 
JUNE PAY 
104.71DB 
44.69DB 
48.00 
23.49DB 
150.00 
24.24DB 
100.00DB 
3.70DB 
3.70 
3.70DB 
20.00DB 
18.93DB 
6.00DB 
48.00 
14.22DB 
18.80DB 
50.00 
0.60DB 
ll.14DB 
22.38DB 
15.27DB 
16.00DB 
48.00 
2.50DB 
27.47DB 
20.20DB 
2.70DB 
50.00 
19.97DB 
48.00 
12.00 
27.07DB 
39.72DB 
20.25DB 
50.00 
7.38DB 
41.23DB 
48.00 
24.05DB 
45.99 
1.30 
49.30 
25.81 
175.81 
151.57 
51.57 
47.87 
51.57 
47.87 
27.87 
8.94 
2. 94 
50.94 
36.72 
17.92 
67.92 
67.32 
56.18 
33.80 
18.53 
2.53 
50.53 
48.03 
20.56 
0.36 
2.34DB 
47.66 
27.69 
75.69 
87.69 
60.62 
20.90 
0.65 
50.65 
43.27 
2.04 
50.04 
25.99 
= IDOC TRUST OFFENDER BANK BALANCES 
Doc No 36777 Name: COLVIN, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
Account: CHK Status: ACTIVE 
Transaction Dates: 03/0l/2014-03/12/2015 
03/12/2015 = 
ICC/UNIT G PRES FACIL 
TIER-1 CELL-10 
Beginning Total Total Current 
Balance Charges Payments Balance 
150.70 1723.20 1561.51 10.99DB 
--------------------------------TRANSACTIONS================================ 
Date Batch Description Ref Doc Amount Balance 
07/08/2014 IC0674700-576 099-COMM SPL 
07/10/2014 IC0675065-003 100-CR INM CMM 
07/15/2014 IC0675444-395 099-COMM SPL 
07/17/2014 IC0675749-008 071-MED CO-PAY 
07/28/2014 IC0676601-011 071-MED CO-PAY 
07/31/2014 II0677055-003 072-METER MAIL 
08/01/2014 HQ0677157-014 011-RCPT MO/CC 
08/01/2014 IC0677181 001 070-PHOTO COPY 
08/04/2014 IC0677388 003 223-IMF PAYROL 
08/05/2014 IC0677741-392 099 COMM SPL 
08/05/2014 IC0677741-393 099-COMM SPL 
08/07/2014 HQ0678369-010 061-CK INMATE 
08/12/2014 IC0678855-479 099-COMM SPL 
08/12/2014 IC0678855-480 099 COMM SPL 
08/19/2014 IC0679592 383 099-COMM SPL 
08/21/2014 IC0679800-002 100-CR INM CMM 
08/26/2014 IC0680206-378 099-COMM SPL 
08/28/2014 HQ0680569-013 011-RCPT MO/CC 
09/04/2014 IC0681383-371 099-COMM SPL 
09/04/2014 IC0681405-004 223-ILD PAYROL 
09/09/2014 IC0682153-489 099-COMM SPL 
09/09/2014 IC0682153-490 099-COMM SPL 
09/16/2014 IC0683553-366 099-COMM SPL 
10/03/2014 IC0685916-001 223-ILD PAYROL 
10/07/2014 IC0686446-543 099-COMM SPL 
10/07/2014 IC0686446-544 099-COMM SPL 
10/14/2014 IC0687055-473 099-COMM SPL 
10/14/2014 IC0687055-474 099-COMM SPL 
10/15/2014 HQ0687230-014 011-RCPT MO/CC 
10/21/2014 IC0688026-439 099-COMM SPL 
10/21/2014 IC0688026-440 099 COMM SPL 
10/30/2014 HQ0689125-013 011-RCPT MO/CC 
10/30/2014 IC0689252-010 100-CR INM CMM 
11/04/2014 IC0689776-444 099-COMM SPL 
11/04/2014 IC0689776-445 099-COMM SPL 
11/04/2014 IC0689819-002 223-ILD PAYROL 
11/06/2014 HQ0690224-019 061-CK INMATE 
11/11/2014 IC0690752-600 099-COMM SPL 
11/28/2014 HQ0692711-007 011 RCPT MO/CC 
672153 
132566 
304765 
MAILROOM 
302492 
JUL PAY 
301313 
MAILROOM 
AUG PAY 
SEP PAY 
MAILROOM 
IvLA.ILROOM 
OCT PAY 
278531 
MAILROOM 
18.38DB 
2.56 
7.95DB 
5.00DB 
5.00DB 
3.50DB 
50.00 
28.05DB 
64.80 
7.63DB 
10.00DB 
20.00DB 
6.80DB 
27.06DB 
3.40DB 
16.70 
17.14DB 
50.00 
49. 45DB 
71.10 
31.51DB 
35.25DB 
4.52DB 
70.20 
34.24DB 
31.57DB 
4.48DB 
0.25DB 
50.00 
16.50DB 
32.00DB 
100.00 
0.25 
25.00DB 
69.35DB 
72.00 
44.35DB 
34.02DB 
100.00 
7.61 
10.17 
2.22 
2.78DB 
7.78DB 
ll.28DB 
38.72 
10.67 
75.47 
67.84 
57.84 
37.84 
31.04 
3.98 
0.58 
17.28 
0.14 
50.14 
0.69 
71.79 
40.28 
5.03 
0.51 
70.71 
36.47 
4.90 
0.42 
0.17 
50.17 
33.67 
1. 67 
101.67 
101.92 
76.92 
7.57 
79.57 
35.22 
1. 20 
101.20 
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= IDOC TRUST OFFENDER BANK BALANCES 
Doc No: 36777 Name: COLVIN, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
Account: CHK Status: ACTIVE 
Transaction Dates: 03/0l/2014-03/12/2015 
03/12/2015 = 
ICC/UNIT G PRES 
TIER-1 CELL-10 
Beginning Total Total Current 
Balance Charges Payments Balance 
150.70 1723.20 1561.51 10.99DB 
--------------------------------TRANSACTIONS--------------------------------
Date Batch Description Ref Doc Amount Balance 
11/28/2014 IC0692757-006 071-MED CO-PAY 687247 
12/02/2014 IC0693061-446 099-COMM SPL 
12/02/2014 IC0693061-447 099-COMM SPL 
12/03/2014 IC0693371-005 223-ILD PAYROL NOV PAY 
12/09/2014 IC0694199-565 099-COMM SPL 
12/16/2014 IC0694888-528 099-COMM SPL 
12/22/2014 HQ0695547-017 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
12/29/2014 IC0696147-497 099-COMM SPL 
12/29/2014 IC0696147-498 099-COMM SPL 
12/31/2014 IC0696494-015 071-MED CO-PAY 675192 
01/06/2015 IC0697080-532 099-COMM SPL 
01/06/2015 IC0697206-004 223-ILD 1ST SHIFT DEC PAY 
01/13/2015 IC0698170-614 099-COMM SPL 
01/13/2015 IC0698170-615 099-COMM SPL 
01/20/2015 IC0698939-495 099-COMM SPL 
01/26/2015 HQ0699439-011 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
01/27/2015 IC0699568-503 099-COMM SPL 
01/27/2015 IC0699568-504 099-COMM SPL 
01/28/2015 II0699717-007 072-METER MAIL 303988 
02/03/2015 IC0700230-477 099-COMM SPL 
02/03/2015 IC0700230-478 099-COMM SPL 
02/11/2015 IC0701373-003 099-COMM SPL 
02/24/2015 HQ0702820-003 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
03/03/2015 IC0703635-474 099-COMM SPL 
03/03/2015 IC0703635-475 099-COMM SPL 
03/10/2015 IC0704423-538 099-COMM SPL 
03/11/2015 IC0704620-010 071-MED CO-PAY 711228 
03/11/2015 IC0704621-019 071-MED CO-PAY 709742 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Idaho Department of Correction 
5.00DB 
55.57DB 
13.18DB 
67.50 
79.64DB 
14.71DB 
100.00 
22.29DB 
68.90DB 
8.00DB 
l.36DB 
65.70 
44.94DB 
16.50DB 
4.04DB 
75.00 
45.70DB 
7.25DB 
15.80DB 
1.17DB 
2.25DB 
2.86DB 
50.00 
45.33DB 
4.24DB 
0.66DB 
8.00DB 
3.00DB 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true and 
correct copy of an instrument as the same now remains 
on file and of record in my office. ~!' rff 
WITNESS my hand hereto affixed this · lei::. ./' 
7JI) L . < day of __ .......... 0_,_.,.{{.._./l_t. ..... 1_, __ A.D., 2o_L 
by J /?u d« JJIJ ---7 ____ ____.L4 .. ............... ,_,_.....,_._......::;,....._ _ _ 
96.20 
40. 63 
27.45 
94.95 
15.31 
0.60 
100.60 
78. 31 
9.41 
1.41 
0.05 
65.75 
20.81 
4.31 
0.27 
75.27 
29.57 
22.32 
6.52 
5.35 
3.10 
0.24 
50.24 
4.91 
0.67 
0.01 
7.99DB 
10.99DB 
100 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
2np:-v,w 
. -6 AM 11: 24 
Boise, ID 83707 
Defendant - Prose 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I. 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
MOTION FOR RELIEF 
COMES NOW, Douglas Raymond Colvin, Defendant-Movant, in the 
above captioned case, whom does now move for an ORDER granting 
withdrawal of Guilty Plea, Pursuant I.C.R. Rule 33(c), & 47 as 
well as I.R.C.P. Rule 7(b)(3), OR TO OTHERWISE PROCESS ON NEW IN-
FORMATION & NOTICE THE CONTRACT IS VOID! 
II. 
GROUNDS: To correct manifest injustice. 
Facts in my case show part of the plea agreement was a wai-
ver of direct appeal, resulting in nonproduction of relative re-
cords. 
As a result, I have not had adequate records to review, nee-
ded for marshaling evidence and facts of actual innocence or in-
effective counsel (where my claim challenges validity of plea or 
lack of knowing, intelligent, willing waiver). 
A. NEW EVIDENCE & FACT PREDICATES ONLY JUST BEING DETERMINED, DUE 
TO PRISON RESTRICTIONS ON ACCESS TO COURTS, ARE CUMULATIVE: 
RESTRICTING MY ACCESS TO THE PLEA AGREEMENT HEARING DOCUMENTS. 
Evidence of manifest injustice from the time I was misadvis-
ed by counsel to plead guilty because he was unable to build a 
MOTION FOR RELIEF - 1 
1 
defense, set in the court record. See EXHIBIT-A hereto. 
Also showing the case proceeded absent development of direct 
appeal automatically resulted in a §19-4901 (b) waiver and dismis 
sal -- in spite of the claim my plea was not entered knowingly, 
willingly and intelligently. 
*Prejudicial under Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 
104 S.Ct. 2062 (1984). 
As a result of trial counsel Michael Henegan's deficient 
performance, I was prejudiced. 
1. Trial Counsel Misled Me On Material Elements Of The Case 
Because He Was Only Unable To Build My Defense Because The 
County Public Defender Contract Didn't Pay Him Enough And 
He Said He Was Forced To Proceed Without Adequate Witness 
Interviews And Investigations. 
During the second week of March 2015, I am only now adequa-
tely apprised that the state of that County Public Defender was 
such as to prevent me from getting adequate investigations and 
pretrial preparation by witness intervieNS. 
The Idaho Attorney General Office's January 2010 EVALUATION 
OF TRIAL-LEVEL INDIGENT DEFENSE SYSTEMS IN IDAHO just became 
known to me on 3/17/2015. See EXHIBIT - B hereto. 
2. MOTION TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE Per I.C. 9-101 
The Court may take Judicial Notice of the reports or offi-
cial evaluations of the various state official and departments. 
See Alberthenson v. State, 60 Idaho 71 s. 96 P.2d 437. 
I'm requesting the Court Judicial Notice of that official 
report by the State Attorney General's Office. 
3. MOTION TO APPOINT "STANDBY" COUNSEL TO AID IN THE ORDERLY 
INTRODUCTION OF RELEVANT ADMISSIBLE EVIDENCE. 
Movant sites State v. Averett, 142 Idaho 877, 886, 136 P.3d 
350, 357 (Ct. App. 2005), in support of my motion for the requi-
site aid and assistance needed under my circumstances in absence 
of an adequate law library and no persons trained in the law. 
Having reviewed the ABA Standards for Criminal Justice 6-3.7 
and 6-3.7(a), "Standby" Counsel is needed to help me do limited 
legal research as well as introduction of evidence, and direction 
on courtroom protocol and decorum. 
4. Trial Counsel's Statement That He Was Unable To Build My 
MOTION FOR RELIEF - 2 
2 
Defense Was So Misleading That I Was Unduly Prejudiced. 
Where He Simply Was Prevented From Acting, Due To Restric-
tions On Him From The Office Of The Public Defender. 
B A GUILTY PLEA DOES NOT FORECLOSE A SUBSEQUENT CLAIM BY THE DE-
FENDANT UNDER 42 U.S.C. §1983 OR RELATED STATE ACTIONS. 
I respectfully ask the Court to grant me "Standby" Counsel 
for me to confer on state law in this regard, and to thereafter 
make up my own mind whether to amend, supplement or dismiss this 
motion. 
III. 
A. BREACH OF PLEA AGREEMENT OCCURRED WHERE THE STATE AGREED THE 
DEFENDANT WILL SUBMIT TO A PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION AND COUN-
SEL WAS UNABLE TO APPEAR AT THE EVALUATION FOR CONSULTATION 
AND I WAS DENIED MY RIGHT TO COUNSEL IN VIOLATION OF IDAHO 
CONSTITUTION ARTICLE I and XIII, and u.s.c.A. v, VI and XIV 
(Right to due process and counsel). 
The Plea Agreement, at P.2 n 5, required acts to be done la-
wfully and constitutionally and before sentencing. 
Because my attorney was unable to appear and confer or ad-
vise me during the evaluation, and because the judge relied upon 
the same to impose a sentence greater than the ten (10) year min-
imum possible, I was prejudiced by the unconstitutional proceed-
ing. 
Remedy is to return back at time before sentencing and allow 
me to request a Plea Withdrawal before sentencing, based on the 
lesser Rule 33(c) standard and on burden of cause shown to with-
draw plea. 
Otherwise, Movant respectfully argues that the agreement was 
in fact illegal on the basis it appears to have allowed for an 
unlawful or unconstitutional process, in direct violation of man-
ifest injustice. 
Prejudice presumable because the absence of counsel during 
such a critical stage of proceedings, mandates presumption there-
of prejudice. 
See EXHIBIT -C, hereto the Plea Agreement that was in fact 
not understood by me! My Trial Counsel did not let me read the 
Plea Agreement before or during the hearing and set the plea on 
the table, opened it to the last page and told me to sign it. He 
then told me the judge will only give me ten (10) years. I was 
under duress and severely depressed at the time of all of the 
hearings. I looked at my counsel, every time the judge asked me a 
MOTION FOR RELIEF - 3 
question, and my counsel told me how to answer the questions. The 
contract is hereby void. 
IV. 
RELIEF SOUGHT: Notice Up Hearing/Order Transport. 
1. Grant filing with the Court. 
2. ORDER appointment of "Standby" Counsel only. 
3. Thereafter postpone, stay or otherwise give me adequate time 
to confer with counsel on matters of law no accessible here. 
a. Needed to adequately marshal the evidence, formulate 
claims and set facts supported by relevant admissible ev-
dence in support thereof. 
4. Alternatively grant the Plea Withdrawal based on my showing of 
manifest injustice presented, and newly available after plea 
and sentencing. 
CONCLUSION 
The entry of a guilty plea in my case, was due to my attor-
ney's deficient performance, prejudice to my substantial rights 
to a full and fair trial, to confront witnesses, to present my 
defense and to an appeal, or for collateral proceedings per I.C. 
19-4401 (b) prejudiced my right to relief. 
DONE this ]/P:: day of /v{ o,;r c A. , 201 5. 
~ '·fendant 
MOTION FOR RELIEF - 4 
STATE OF IDAHO 
of Ada 
) 
) ss 
) 
V. 
I am DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, and I am the affiant herein, 
whom does verify, swear, certify and attest, that the aforemen-
tioned facts and evidence are true and correct, based on ne~ in-
formation of manifest injustice entitling me to proceed hereaf-
ter, either in Rule 33(c) Plea Withdrawal, or to §1983 causes in 
State Court, requiring "Standby" Counsel be appointed. 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
SUBSCRIBED, SWORN AND AFFIRMED to before me this 3,s± day of 
MOTION FOR RELIEF - 5 
Notary Publi 
Commission e 
or Idaho 
51 ,~1 \':) 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the unders Defendant, do 
eby certify delivery of the MOTION FOR RELIEF to the hands of 
son staff for copies, notary, postage and filing vial U.S. Postal 
Service to all parties, in accordance with Houston v. Lack, 487 
- . -,/ s-Y U.S. 266, 275 - 76 (1988), on this~ day of 
20 /;, . 
Latah County District Courts 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Latah County Prosecutor 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
MOTION FOR RELIEF - 6 
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March 16, 2015 
Douglas R. Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B # 36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
STATE OF IDAHO 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
LAWRENCE G. WASDEN 
Re: Public Records Request 
Dear Mr. Cole, 
On March 12, 2015, we received from you a public records request for records pertaining to: 
Any and all reports and/or findings of studies conducted and/or published by any person 
or entity relating to Idaho's Public Defender System between the dates of 2004 through 
2014. 
Your request is granted to the extent to the documents provided, which are all that we have in 
our office pertaining to your request. 
c~~~·· 
--~ _:_ ___ _./ 
PAUL R. PANTHER 
Deputy Attorney General 
Chief, Criminal Law Division 
PRP/fn 
Enclosure: 
Criminal Law Division 
P.O. Box 83720, Boise, Idaho 83720-0010 
Telephone: (208) 334-2400, FAX: (208) 854-8074 
Located at 700 W. State Street 
Joe R. Williams Building, 4th Floor 
( 
'-
CRAIG W. MOSMAN 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Latah County 
Latah County Courthouse 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-8580 Ext. 316 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
v. 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
RULE 11 PLEA AGREEMENT 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW THE STATE OF IDAHO, by and through its attorney, 
Craig W. Mosman, Prosecuting Attorney, and Defendant DOUGLAS 
RAYMOND COLVIN, by and through his attorney, Michael Henegen, and 
pursuant to Rule ll(d)(l)(C), Idaho Criminal Rules, submit the 
following Plea Agreement to the Court for its acceptance or 
rejection: 
1. That the State shall file an amended Criminal 
Information, charging the Defendant with the crime of 
MURDER IN THE SECOND DEGREE, Idaho Code 18-4001, 4003, 
4004; 
2. That the Defendant, DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, will enter 
a plea of guilty to the amended Information, admitting 
each and every one of the material elements of said 
offense; 
RULE 11 PLEA AGREEMENT: Page -1-
() 
3. That the State and the Defendant agree that an 
appropriate disposition of this matter at sentencing is 
that the Defendant shall be imprisoned for the rest of 
his life, as the maximum period of confinement; 
4. The respective parties are free to argue at sentencing 
~or any minimum period of confinement of ten (10) years. 
up to a fixed life sentence. The parties agree that as_ 
to the minimum period of confinement, the Court is not 
bound to follow any recommendation of the parties, and 
that puruant to this agreement and Idaho Code 18-4004, 
the minimum period of confinement will be at least ten 
(10) years. The Defendant understands that it would be 
consistent with this agreement for the State to argue for 
a fixed life sentence, and for the Court to impose a 
fixed life sentence; 
5. That the state and the Defendant agree that the Defendant 
will submit to a psychological ex~mination, at the 
State's expense, prior to sentencing, and that the Court 
may consider the report of such examination in arriving 
at an appropriate sentence; 
6. ~11 other matters regarding sentencing, including orders 
that the Defendant pay appropriate fine, costs, or 
restitution, are not subject to this agreement. The 
parties to this agreement are free to argue such matters 
to the Court, and the Court is free to impose such fine, 
costs, or restitution in its discretion. 
7. The Defendant understands all of his Constitutional 
rights in this matter, including his right to plead not 
guilty and to proceed to trial. The Defendant knowingly, 
voluntarily, and with the advice of counsel, agrees to 
waive his right to a trial and to waive his right to 
appeal from any sentence given by the Court in this 
matter consistent with this agreement, and hereby enters 
his plea of guilty. Pursuant to this plea agreement and 
I.C.R. ll(d) (1) (C), the parties to this agreement 
understand and agree that if the court rejects this plea 
agreement, the Defendant shall be afforded an opportunity 
to withdraw his plea of guilty. 
RULE 11 PLEA AGREEMENT: Page -2-
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IT IS SO STIPULATED this 
Counsel 
il1/01ll /, £ ; v((/ dg,¥ 'Of July 1 (1¥992 . 
. ·11._ l) ,fl 
/ rf!tivJ /11. t·{Jl)jyv'--···· 
CI;a·ig 
0
W ~ Mosma'h 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Defendant 
RULE 11 PLEA AGREEMENT: Page -3-
LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE 
MIA M. VOWELS 
SR. DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, Idaho 83843-0568 
Phone: (208) 883-2246 
ISB No. 6564 
2015 13 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
ST A TE OF ID AHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-1992-00730 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR RELIEF 
3: 15 
COMES NOW the State of Idaho, by and through the Latah County Sr. Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney, and respectfully submits this Objection to Defendant's Motion for 
Relief. The Defendant is seeking to withdraw his guilty plea pursuant to I.CR. 33(c). The 
State requests this court Deny Defendant's Motion for Relief based on the following: 
1) The Defendant's motion is untimely. Pursuant to I.CR. 54.3 the Defendant 
has 42 days to file an appeal from the date judgment of conviction was filed. The 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANTS 
MOTION FOR RELIEF: Page -1-
judgment of conviction was filed on November 2, 1992. The Defendant filed his 
Motion for Relief on April 6, 2015. 
2) The Defendant entered into a Rule 11 Plea Agreement on July 16, 1992, where 
he waived his right to appeal his sentence. 
3) The Defendant is raising an issue that could have been raised on appeal or 
through post-conviction proceedings within the appropriate timelines and he has 
failed to do so. 
4) The Defendant has not provided a sufficient legal basis for the Court to grant 
his motion for relief. 
Based on the above, the State requests that this Court deny the Defendant's Motion 
for Relief. 
DATED this __ 3_ day of April, 2015. 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANTS 
MOTION FOR RELIEF: Page -2-
Sr. Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
4 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing OBJECTION TO 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RELIEF was 
L mailed, United States mail, postage prepaid 
hand delivered 
__ sent by facsimile, original by mail 
to the following: 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Dated this I 4. day of April, 2015. 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANTS 
MOTION FOR RELIEF: Page -3-
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
PO. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Defendant - Prose 
/A, "' ~ rnC;, ~ -f~ '" 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I. 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
MOTION FOR DECLARATORY 
RELIEF 
NOTICE TO ALL PARTIES: 1) LATAH COUNTY DISTRICT COURT CLERK, 
LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. BOX 8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843; 2) 
LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR, LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. BOX 8068, 
MOSCOW, ID 83843-0568; 3) DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN (SUPRA) DEFEN-
DANT/MOVANT. 
II. 
COMES NOW Douglas Raymond Colvin, Defendant/Movant, whom 
does motion the Court to order my Prose pleadings and motions 
practices, be considered as a request for declaratory judgment. 
III. 
BASED UPON accompanying facts, evidence pleadings, claims 
and ANSWER herewith submitted. 
MOTION FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF - 1 
IV. 
RELIEF: 1) Grant 11 11 Counsel; 2) Al for time to 
confer; 3) Allow amended, supplemental or other proceedings re-
quired by law; 4) Convert uncounselled pleadings into a request 
for declaratory relief; and 5) State: Do I have the right to file 
a successive Post-Conviction based on newly developed fact pre-
dicate. 
V. 
-SUPPLEMENTAL REQUEST-
1. Do I Have The Right To Access To Courts, A Law Library Or A 
Person That Is Adequately Trained In The Law For Drafting And 
Filing My Meaningful Request For Relief I Am Entitled To? 
2. Does I.e. §19-106.2 Provide That I Am Entitled To Present My 
§19-2510 Legal Cause In Person At Sentencing? 
. 7{ 
DATED this /'f- day of --11-'-A/+-[7,~'I'_} _______ , 2 0 /,F . 
Degf 
MOTION FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF - 2 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, undersigned Defendant, do her-
certify delivery of the MOTION FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF to the 
hands of prison staff for copies, notary, postage and filing via 
U.S. Postal Service to all parties on this~ day of 
H /)r / , 2o_Ll_. 
Latah County District Courts 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Latah County Prosecutor's Office 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843-0568 
MOTION FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF - 3 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
se, ID 83707 
Defendant - Prose 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I. 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
ANSWER TO LATAH COUNTY 
PROSECUTOR'S RESPONSE 
AND REQUEST RELIEF 
NOTICE TO ALL PARTIES: 1) LATAH COUNTY DISTRICT COURT CLERK, 
LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. BOX 8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843; 2) 
LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE, LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE,P.O. 
BOX 8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843-0568; 3) DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN 
(SUPRA) DEFENDANT-MOVANT. 
II. 
Pursuant to I.C.R. Rule 7(a), Defendant-Movant, Douglas Ray-
mond Colvin, presents his ANSWER IN REPLY to the State's April 6, 
2015 "RESPONSE", written April 3, 2015 by the respected Mia M. 
Vowels as officer of this Honorable Court. 
III. 
NOTICE: I'm requesting the Court appoint "Standby" Counsel for me 
ANSWER TO LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S RESPONSE - 1 
to confer with on this matter, because I don't have adequate ac-
cess to courts. 
A- Prison Has No Law L 
Trained In· The Law. 
And No Appointment By One Adequately 
The United States Supreme Court held in Bounds v. Smith, 
430, U.S. 817, 828, 97 S.Ct. 1491, that prison officials must 
assist inmates in the preparation and filing of meaningful legal 
papers by providing prisoners with adequate law libraries or ade-
quate assistance from persons trained in the law." 
1. Prison Access To Courts Policy Prevents Me From Access To 
Law Library and Trained Help Here At The Facility. 
According to Idaho Department of Corrections ACCESS TO 
COURTS, Control Number 405.02.01.001, Pg. 12, ,112, 11 The IDOC does 
not provide for extensive or generalized legal research." 
General Research. 11 ' 
2. My Request For "Standby" Counsel Allows Me To Access Courts 
In A Meaningful Pleading. Where I Am Presently Denied Ade-
quate Access. 
I'm asking for appointment of "Standby" Counsel required for 
production of meaningful papers. 
B. THE STATES RESPONSE ALLEGES I HAVE FILED A RULE 35(a) and 35 
(b). BECAUSE I AM UNABLE TO FILE A MEANINGFUL PLEADING! 
I respect the Latah County authorities and it is not clear 
why the Prosecutor is arguing Rule 35(a) and (b), but I am cer-
tain I have grounds for relief of some kind, due to newly disco-
vered fact predicates only recently coming to light. 
1. The Sentence Was Imposed In An Illegal Manner In Violation 
Of I.e. §19-2510 and §19-106.2. 
Because the Court failed to present necessary requisite in-
ANSWER TO LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S RESPONSE - 2 
,, 2 0 
quiry (Per §19-2510) to me, I was prevented from my fundamental 
right to via §19-106.2. 
If the Court had me if I had legal cause to show why 
not to pronounce judgment .•• I would have exercised my §19-106.2 
right to appear and defend in person and with counsel to confer 
with in personally addressing the court's §19-2510 inquiry. As 
was my right to do so. 
I object to the Court's failure to do so and claim the fai-
lure to present me with §19-2510 inquiry is a violation of state 
(Article I, §13) and federal (U.S.C. Amendments V & XIV) due pro-
cess rights. 
2. Notice Of Error In The Written Judgment! 
The Court entered the judgment outsideN~ my view and I was 
not fully appraised that there was fraud and misleading informa-
tion in the judgment until recently! 
N.1 - The Judgment entered by the clerk, outside my view and 
knowledge. I had no way to find out it consisted of fraud until 
recently and do notice the error and object -- now seeking re-
lief. Sentence took place on October 26, 1992, clerk entered on 
November 2, 1992. 
3. I'm Requesting The Court Take Judicial Notice Of The Oral 
Pronouncement Of Sentencing On October 26,1992, Showing The 
Judgment Does Consist Of Fraudulent Language. 
At the time of sentencing I could have plead legal cause and 
I would have been able to present a compelling case. 
C. Ineffective Assistance Of Counsel On My Original Rule 35 And 
ANSWER TO LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S RESPONSE - 3 
In My First Timely Post Conviction Per I.C.R. Rule 57 and I.e. 
R §19 4901. 
Because court had a to present me with 9-2510 in-
qu and I had a fundamental right to personally make my §19-
106.2 presentation. 
The Court committed reversible error capable of remedy. If 
only the attorneys at Rule 35 and Rule 57 had noticed it and ob-
jected. 
1. Counsel On Rule 35 And Rule 57 Were Deficient In Perfor-
mance By Failure To Notice The Fraud In The Judgment and 
Inconsistency With The Oral Sentencing. 
Counsel in both instances told me could not see any errors 
and told me I was not going to be able to present my legal cour-
ses. 
2. Counsel's Deficient Performances At Rule 35 and Rule 57 Re--
sultad In Prejudice To My §19-106.2 Substantial Right To 
pear And Present My §19-2510 Legal Causes. 
Because counsel failed to notice the error and instead advi-
sed me there ~as none ... I was provided with prejudicial ineffec-
tive assistance of counsel. 
Hence, I am only recently apprised of the relative fact pre-
dicate of the fraud in judgment, may be too late for I.C.R. Rule 
36 (clerical ercor) relief, may be too late for Rule 35 (Relief 
from an illegally imposed sentence), and certainly appears beyond 
the statutory time limits for my original I.C.R. Rule 57 applica-
tion. 
-DISCUSSION-
State Prosecutor Mia M. Vowels, has given me an inconsistent 
response. While I respect and admire her office, I am compelled 
ANSWER TO LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S RESPONSE - 4 
to do all I can to get this Court to convert whatever actions I 
have filed as say a motion for DECLARATORY RELIEF. 
IV. 
-RELIEF SOUGHT-
Defendant/Movant suffers from known inadequate access to the 
courts. I am respectfully asking this Honorable Court to consider 
my causes of action and not prevent me from remedy. 
1. Convert or consider the Prose uncounseled requests as being 
my request for declaratory relief. 
NOTE: I.C. §19-4901 (a)(b) allows for this motion without fee or 
cost. 
a. Am I entitled to file a successive I.C.R. Rule 57, refer-
ring back to the original timely filed application, based 
on new discovered requisite fact predicates in the judg-
ment, showing I have a valid claim of ineffective Rule 35 
and Rule 57 counsel for failure to notice, object and seek 
timely remedy from the illegally imposed sentence. 
-CONCLUSION-
I am a lover of justice and urge the Court to convert my Pro 
se filings, appoint "Standby" Counsel and allow me to act accor-
dingly thereafter. 
DATED this /Y-sf;-day of 
__,_,_;1-IF-IV-"--'d-'-
1 ! ________ , 2 0 />. 
II 
ANSWER TO LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S RESPONSE - 5 
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STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Ada 
) 
) ss 
) 
v. 
I, Douglas Raymond Colvin, being duly sworn, deposes and say 
the aforementioned facts and evidence are true and correct, as 
well as the following: 
1. My name is Douglas Raymond Colvin and I am your Affiant here-
in. 
2. I have requested the Court to take Judicial Notice of: A) The 
November 2, 1992 Judgment; B) The October 26, 1992 Oral Pro-
nouncement. I have previously provided copies of these records 
and they exist in whole on the face of record. 
3. Important to my case is "Tr" the oral Sentencing Pronouncement 
Hearing transcript. 
A. I am attaching Page 92 hereto as EXHIBIT - A. 
4. Because I am claiming my §19-106.2 fundamental Right to Pro-
ceed (with counsel there) in person myself. I believe it is 
important to show the Court made a general inquiry directed at 
counsel, not me! That was prevented due to counsels' failure 
to understand §19-106.2 and §19-2510. He answered and later 
told me I wasn't allowed to speak then. 
5. For this reason, I also believe counsel, at sentencing, was 
deficient and am noticing, objecting and requesting the Court 
to convert my pleadings into declaratory relief. 
A. Do I Have A Right To Proceed On Newly Discovered Fact Pre-
dicate Of Fraud In The Judgment. In A Successive Rule 57 
ANSWER TO LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S RESPONSE - 6 
Application Referring Back To Timely Original §19-4901(a) 
Application? 
B Does The Evidence Show I Was Sentenced Under An Illegal 
(§19-2510 and/or §19-106.2) Violation? 
C. Was I Entitled To Remedy From An Illegally Imposed Sentence 
In The First Timely Rule 35 Done By Counsel? 
D. Arn I Entitled To File A Successive Rule 57 Application Now? 
FURTHER SAYETH THE AFFIANT NAUGHT this /1-f5--day of 
~fendant 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss 
of Ada ) 
Douglas Raymond Colvin, being du sdorn upon his oath, de-
poses and states that the party is the Defendant in the above-en-
titled action and that all statements in this ANSWER TO LATAH 
COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S RESPONSE AND REQUEST RELIEF are true and cor-
rect to the best of his knowledge and belief. 
DATED this ~day of 
SUBSCRIBED, SWORN AND AFFIRMED to before me this tL..\~b.day of 
(SEAL) Notary Pu~or Idaho 
Commission expires: >$\y•;;~ \:::) 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant, do her-
eby certify delivery of the ANSWER TO LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S 
RESPONSE AND REQUEST RELIEF to the hands of prison staff for cop-
ies, notary, postage and filing via U.S. Postal Service to all 
parties on this ;L/ ,1. day of //r<r, I , 201.[:_. 
Latah County District Courts 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Latah County Prosecutor's Office 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843-0568 
~/ 
Defendant 
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1 
2 
3 
THE COURT: But I think 19 -- Title 19-5301 et 
seq. that if the Court doesn t order 
res on it must ar ate reasons why res tu on 
4 is inappropriate. 
5 There's been a recent -- we're talking still 
6 about restitution. There's been a recent statute 
7 adopted that permits a Court to assess a civil fine 
8 which is not paid to the Court but is paid to the 
9 victim in the amount of -- to $5000.00. There may be 
10 some question as to whether or not that is applicable 
11 to an offense which occurred before the effective date 
12 of the statute, which I think it went into effect July 
13 1. But it is more procedural than it is substantive. 
14 And I don't think there's any requirement whatsoever 
15 that I make any sort of finding that that civil fine 
16 is such that could be paid by the Defendant. So I 
17 will take the matter of restitution under advisement. 
18 For the moment. 
19 Does the Defendant have any lawful cause to 
20 show why judgment should not be pronounced against him 
21 at this time? 
MR. HENEGEN: No, your Honor. 22 
23 THE COURT: When the Idaho Legislature in its 
24 infinite wisdom a few years ago decided to abolish the 
25 insanity defense it attempted to ameliorate the effect 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
), 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I. 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
NOTICE.OF CORRECTIONS 
OF CLERICAL ERRORS 
NOTICE TO ALL PARTIES: 1) LATAH COUNTY DISTRICT COURT CLERK, 
LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. BOX 8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843; 2) 
LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE, LATAH COU~TY COURTHOUSE, P.O. 
BOX 8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843-0568; 3) DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
(SUPRA) DEFENDANT - MOVANT. 
II. 
COMES NOW, Douglas Raymond Colvin, Defendant-Movant, in the 
above captioned case, whom does hereby present his NOTICE OF COR-
RECTIONS OF CLERICAL ERRORS to correct errors made in his ANSWER 
TO LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S RESPONSE AND REQUEST RELIEF that was 
mailed on April 14, 2015. 
NOTICE OF CORRECTIONS 
OF CLERICAL ERRORS 1 
9 
III. 
CLERICAL ERRORS TO BE CORRECTED 
A On Page 2, Section B, it should read: 
THE STATE'S RESPONSE ALLEGES I HAVE FILED A RULE 35(a) and 
35(b), BECAUSE I AM UNABLE TO FILE A MEANINGFUL PLEADING! 
B. On Page 4, Subsection 2, it should read: 
Counsel's Deficient Performance At Rule 35 and Rule 57 Resul-
ted In Prejudice To My §19-106.2 Substantial Right To Appear 
And Present My §19-2510 Legal Causes. 
C. Page 5, Section IV, RELIEF SOUGHT, NOTE:, it should read: 
I.C. §19-4901 (a)(6) allo~s for this motion without fee or 
cost. 
IV. 
The Defendant-Movant respectfully requests that the Honor-
able Court please take notice of these changes to the clerical 
errors that were in his original ANSWER TO LATAH COUNTY PROSECU-
TOR'S RESPONSE AND REQUEST RELIEF. 
DATED this~~ day of 
NOTICE OF CORRECTIONS 
OF CLERICAL ERRORS 
---------------
, 20 
Defendant 
2 
2 3 0 
VI. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant, do her-
eby certify delivery of the NOTICE OF CORRECTIONS OF CLERICAL ER-
RORS to the hands of prison staff for copies, notary, postage and 
filing via U.S. Postal Service to all parties on this 
I 20 
---------------
Latah County District Courts 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Latah County Prosecutor's Office 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843-0568 
NOTICE OF CORRECTIONS 
OF CLERICAL ERRORS 
Defendant 
3 
day of 
1 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I. 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
ANSWER TO STATE'S 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR RELIEF 
NOTICE TO ALL PARTIES: 1) LATAH COUNTY DISTRICT COURT CLER~, 
LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. Box 8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843; 2) 
LATAH COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE, LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. 
BOX 8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843-0568; 3) DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
(SUPRA) DEFENDANT-MOVANT. 
II. 
COMES NOW, Douglas Raymond Colvin, Defendant-Movant herein, 
whom does present his ANSWER TO THE STATE'S OBJECTION TO DEFEN-
DANT'S MOTION FOR RELIEF --- done 4-13-2015 and entered at 
PM 3:15, mailed 4-14-2015 and received by me 4-17-2015. 
N.1: Pursuant Idaho Department of Correction's Access to Courts, 
Control Number 405.02.01 .001, I submitted a request for 
copies and mailing for filing on 4-23-2015 in a timely 
manner. 
ANSWER TO THE STATE'S 
OBJECTIONTO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR RELIEF 1 
III. 
The Plaintiff has incorrectly presented four {4) premises 
upon which she asked the Court to deny my relief. 
A. Plaintiff Commits Error To Allege My Motion Was Untimely Based 
On The Four (4) Factors Alleged. 
What they are is irrelevant because the trigger factors on 
motions practice begins from the recent discovery of relevant 
fact predicates, found to exist in the Judgment of Conviction. 
i.e., I am basing my I.C.R. Rule 33 request for plea with-
drawal on factors only recently determinable. Because I wasn't 
there when the Court Clerk entered the judgment and the sheriff 
kept the judgment for delivery to the Department of Corrections, 
outside my view. 
1. Even If I Had Filed An Appeal Pursuant To I.C.R. Rule 54.3, 
I Wasn't In Possession Of The Written Judgment And Was Un-
aware Of The Requisite Fact Predicate Showing False, Or 
Misleading Information Existed. 
Because the judgment incorrectly states that the Court made 
19-2510 statutory inquiry, when it in fact did not. 
The judgment is voidable and subject to resentencing with 
instructions requiring the Court to allow an opportunity for me 
to proceed upon my 19-106.2 fundamental right to proceed upon 
showing legal cause why not to pronounce judgment. 
Because I was denied the opportunity to 19-106.2 present my 
19-2510 showing at the original oral sentence pronouncement, my 
sentence was in fact illegally imposed. 
ANSWER TO THE STATE'S 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR RELIEF 2 
2. NOTICE OF ERROR AND OBJECTION: 
Based on the above described determined relevant fact 
cate 19-106.2 and 19-2510 violations took place I am 
entitled to proceed upon my causes now. 
Because the remedy of an illegal sentencing procedure re-
quires vacated judgment. I assert my right to withdraw the plea 
of guilt as is alloNable prior to a valid judgment is done. 
B. RELEVANT FACTORS TO CONSIDER BECOME WHETHER THE MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW IS TO BE CONSIDERED UNDER THE "MANIFEST INJUSTICE" 
STANDARD, OR IS TO BE ON "GOOD CAUSE" SHOWN. 
I believe I am entitled to argue under the lesser burden and 
and am free to present my Rule 33(c) motion conjunctively along 
with motion in arrest of judgment on resentencing. 
IV. 
IN CONCLUSION: Whether or not the Court grants the state's 
objection, I am still entitled to present a Rule 33(c) along with 
arrest of judgment before resentencing. Because the Rule 11 
agreement evolved through an illegal process, the good cause to 
withdraw it is in effect hereby. Whether a claim is devisable 
based on newly developed fact predicates are essentially subject 
to time limits form a nunc pro tune entry of the resentencing and 
a notice of appeal an 19-4901 (a) entitlements begin anew. 
THEREFORE, sufficient legal basis allowing for the Court to 
first consider my request for appointment of counsel to faster 
adequate access to courts, require respondents objection and re-
quests be superseded. 
ANSWER TO THE STATE'S 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR RELIEF 3 
v. 
GRANT my request for "Standby Counsel" to confer with one 
adequately trained in the relevant law, or grant an order to va-
cate the judgment for resentence and allow me to file anew in ar-
rest of judgment and to withdraw the plea on good cause to be 
shown on evidence, after conferring with "Standby Counsel". 
VI. 
DECLARATION OF DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN 
1. The above stated facts are true and correct to the best of my 
personal belief and kno~ledge. 
2. So sworn to under statute, under penalty of perjury. 
By/}~ 
~LSRAYMOND COLVIN 
Pursuant Idaho Code §9-1406 
ANSWER TO THE STATE'S 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR RELIEF 4 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant, do her-
eby certify delivery of the ANSWER TO STATE'S OBJECTION TO DEFEN-
DANT'S MOTION FOR RELIEF to the hands of prison staff for copies, 
notary, postage and filing via U.S. Postal Service to all parties 
---z. 0 
on this_/ __ day of __,_;4--'-. F-f'_r_r ''-/ _________ , 2 0 ( !-. 
Latah County District Courts 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Latah County Prosecutor's Office 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843-0568 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) Case No. CR-1992-0730 
) 
) 
) ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S 
) MOTIONS TO CORRECT 
) SENTENCE, WITHDRAW GUILTY 
) PLEA, TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE, 
) AND FOR STANDBY COUNSEL 
) 
I. BACKGROUND 
On July 16, 1992, the defendant, Douglas Raymond Colvin, pleaded guilty to 
Murder in the Second Degree. He did so pursuant to a Rule 11 plea agreement with 
the State. On October 26, 1992, Colvin was sentenced to imprisonment in the state 
penitentiary for not less than 25 years and not more than life. The sentence 
imposed was consistent with the Rule 11 agreement. On February 26, 1993, Colvin 
filed a Rule 35, I.C.R., motion, seeking a reduction of his sentence. On July 28, 
1993, the Court heard that motion and denied it. Since then, the criminal case has 
lain dormant. Colvin filed a petition seeking post-conviction relief in Latah County 
ORDER DENYING 
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Case No. SP-1993-0001. Calvin's petition was eventually denied on November 7, 
after an evidentiary hearing. 
On March 23, 2015, this Court received Colvin's "Motion for Correction of an 
I.C.R. Rule 35(a) Illegal Sentence from the Face of the Record" and Colvin's "Motion 
for Appointment of 'Standby' Counsel." In his motions, Colvin argues that the 
Court's invitation to "make a personal statement to the Court" at his sentencing 
was insufficient to provide him an opportunity to present mitigating information or 
evidence that could have affected his sentencing. (Mot. for Correction, p. 2.) He 
requests that this Court appoint an attorney to assist him in bringing this motion. 
(Mot for Appointment of Counsel, p. 2.) He also requests that it not be a Latah 
County Public Defender, because he claims to have been inadequately represented 
by a Latah County Public Defender in the past. (Mot for Appointment of Counsel, p. 
2.) 
On April 6, 2015, this Court received another motion from Colvin, titled a 
"Motion for Relief." This motion asks the Court to allow Colvin to withdraw his 
guilty plea in this case to correct "manifest injustice," since he claims that his plea 
was invalid. (Mot. for Relief, pp. 1-2.) It also asks this Court to take judicial notice 
of a report that Colvin claims supports one of his assertions. (Mot. for Relief, p. 2.) 
In addition, Colvin requests that this Court appoint standby counsel to assist him in 
bringing this motion and in considering a civil claim against the State for violating 
his rights. (Mot. for Relief, p. 3.) The State responded and Colvin submitted an 
answer to that response. In his answer, Colvin asks the Court to convert his motion 
ORDER DENYING 
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into a request for declaratory relief to state whether he has the right to file a second 
petition for post-conviction relief based on his arguments asserted here. 
Each motion is considered separately below. 
II. COLVIN'S RULE 35 MOTION 
Rule 35 allows a defendant to ask the court to correct or reduce a sentence 
already imposed. I. C.R. 35. Rule 35 motions range from the correction oflegal 
errors to a plea for leniency. State v. Farwell, 144 Idaho 732, 735, 170 P.3d 397, 400 
(2007). It is important at the outset to identify the nature of the motion, because 
there are different requirements for different kinds of Rule 35 motions. 
Here, Colvin makes a specific challenge to the method of his sentencing. He 
claims that the Court's invitation to "make a personal statement to the Court" at his 
sentencing was insufficient to provide him an opportunity to present mitigating 
information or evidence that could have affected his sentencing. (Mot. for 
Correction, p. 2.) Colvin claims that the process employed abrogated his "right to 
allocution that is required via Idaho Constitution (Art. I § 13) and Federal 
Constitution (U.S.C. Amendments 5 & 14) [sic]." (Mot. for Correction, p. 2.) Colvin 
also cites the Idaho Criminal Rules, which provide, in relevant part, that "[b]efore 
imposing sentence the court ... shall address the defendant personally to ask if the 
defendant wishes to make a statement and to present any information in mitigation 
of punishment." I.C.R. 33(a)(l). This rule generally requires that "[a] trial judge 
before sentencing must directly address the defendant, and offer h.im personally a 
clear opportunity to make a statement in his own behalf, and to present any 
ORDER DENYING 
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information in mitigation of punishment." State v. Goodrich, 97 Idaho 4 72, 480, 546 
180, 1188 (1976). 
The reason Colvin phrases his motion to challenge an "illegal sentence" is 
apparently because of the limits contained in Rule 35. An "illegal sentence," 
apparent "from the face of the record," can be corrected "at any time." I.C.R. 35(a). 
On the other hand, if the sentence is merely "imposed in an illegal manner," the 
court can only correct it "within 120 days after the filing of a judgment of 
conviction." I.C.R. 35(b). A defendant must file a Rule 35 motion within the 
specified time and the court must rule on the motion within a reasonable time, or 
the court loses jurisdiction. State v. Chapman, 121 Idaho 351, 353-54, 825 P.2d 74, 
76-77 (1992); State v. Sutton, 113 Idaho 832, 748 P.2d 416 (Ct. App. 1987). This is 
because "[o]nce a judgment becomes final, ... a trial court does not have jurisdiction 
to amend or set aside the judgment absent a statute or a rule extending 
jurisdiction." State v. Peterson, 148 Idaho 610, 614, 226 P.3d 552, 556 (Ct. App. 
2010). 
Colvin, in his answer to the State's response to this motion, purports to be 
confused about the difference between I.C.R. 35(a) and 35(b), and concedes that his 
motion may be mistaken. (Answer to Latah Cnty. Prosecutor's Resp., p. 2.) His 
argument evolves in a way to allege that the sentence imposed violated LC.§§ 
19-2510 and§ 19-106(2), that there is "fraud and misleading information in the 
judgment" he just discovered, and that (trial and post-conviction) counsel were 
ineffective because they did not identify these errors. (Answer to Latah Cnty. 
ORDER DENYING 
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"0 "::k: 
Prosecutor's Resp., pp. 2-4.) While Colvin remains unclear about his theory of relief, 
states: "I am certain I have grounds for relief of some kind." (Answer to Latah 
Cnty. Prosecutor's Resp., p. 2.) However, this Court can find no ground for relief 
under I.C.R. 35(a) and does not have jurisdiction to consider any relief based on 
I.C.R. 35(b). 
A. Colvin's motion challenges a "sentence imposed in an illegal 
manner," rather than an "illegal sentence." 
Despite Colvin's assertions to the contrary, his motion does not challenge an 
"illegal sentence" under I.C.R. 35(a); rather, it challenges a "sentence imposed in an 
illegal manner" described in I.C.R. 35(b). This Court can make that determination 
/ 
because: (1) a factual inquiry is required, which distinguishes the two kinds of Rule 
35 motions; (2) the claimed errors are not apparent from the face of the record; and 
(3) the challenged errors are procedural, and thus go to the manner in which the 
sentence was imposed, rather than the legality or illegality of the sentence itself. 
Because Calvin's motion challenges the manner in which the sentence was imposed, 
it is a motion brought pursuant to Rule 35(b). Colvin's time for filing a Rule 35(b) 
motion expired on February 23, 1993. To the extent that Colvin's motion is made 
under I.C.R. 35(b), this Court is without jurisdiction to hear it. 
1. A factual inquiry is required to analyze Colvin's claim. 
Calvin's motion requires a factual inquiry, which means it is not a motion to 
correct an illegal sentence. The Idaho Supreme Court has noted that "[t]he term 
'illegal sentence' is not defined under Rule 35." State v. Clements, 148 Idaho 82, 84, 
218 P.3d 1143, 1145 (2009). The Court noted that both I.C.R. 35 and the 
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corresponding federal rule (Fed. R. Crim. P. 35) have "the narrow function ... to 
permit correction at any time of an illegal sentence, not to re-examine error 
occurring at the trial or other proceedings prior to the imposition of sentence." Id. 
at 85, 218 P.3d at 1146 (quoting Hill v. U.S., 368 U.S. 424, 430, 82 S.Ct. 468, 472 
(1962). Thus, "the term 'illegal sentence' under Rule 35(a) is narrowly interpreted 
as a sentence that is illegal from the face of the record, i.e., does not involve 
significant questions of fact or require an evidentiary hearing." Clements, 148 
Idaho at 86, 218 P.3d at 1147. The Court further explained that 
Rule 35 is not a vehicle designed to reexamine the facts 
underlying the case to determine whether a sentence is illegal; 
rather, the rule only applies to a narrow category of cases in 
which the sentence imposes a penalty that is simply not 
authorized by law or where new evidence tends to show that the 
original sentence was excessive. 
Id. (citation omitted). Thus, any argument regarding sentencing that requires a 
"factual determination" is, by definition, "not illegal from the face of the record," 
even when a factual determination is required to determine the correct law to apply. 
Id. at 87, 218 P.3d at 1148. Such arguments are appropriately "raised on direct 
appeal, [or] made before the defendant's Rule 35 motion." Id. 
Here, the determination of whether the judge's invitation to "make a 
statement" was adequate depends on what the judge said and how Colvin 
understood it. The only way to delve into these questions is to read a transcript of 
what the judge said and Calvin's responses and to elicit testimony from Colvin 
regarding his understanding of the process. If a review of the record indicates 
Colvin offered a statement that provided mitigating information, then he was 
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clearly given an adequate opportunity to allocute. However, this determination 
a factual inquiry. Because Calvin's motion requires a factual 
determination, it is not the "narrow" kind of Rule 35(a) motion that is meant to 
correct an illegal sentence. In other words, this is a motion to correct a "sentence 
imposed in an illegal manner" - as contemplated by Rule 35(b). 
2. Colvin's allegation of error is not evident from the face of 
the record. 
Any error in Calvin's sentence is not apparent from the "face of the record." 
Even before statehood, Idaho courts understood the stark contrast between a 
factual inquiry and a review on "the face of the record." People v. Ah Hop, 1 Idaho 
698, 703 (1878) (differentiating a review "upon the merits" from a determination of 
"errors appearing on upon the face of the record"). An "illegal sentence" is one 
where "the sentence imposes a penalty that is simply not authorized by law or 
where new evidence tends to show that the original sentence was excessive." 
Clements, 148 Idaho at 86, 218 P.3d at 1147. Such errors would be apparent upon a 
cursory review of the record (on its face) and a study of the applicable law. Here, 
the reverse is required: the applicable law needs only a review, while the facts 
Colvin argues require serious study. Therefore, the alleged "illegality" of the 
sentence is not apparent from the face of the record. 
3. Colvin's allegation of error involves procedure, not 
substance. 
Calvin's motion is appropriately categorized as a motion challenging a 
"sentence imposed in an illegal manner," and not as a challenge to an "illegal 
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sentence" because it involves procedure, not substance. Allocution is not a right 
guaranteed by Due Process under the Constitutions of Idaho or the United States. 
State v. Hansen, 154 Idaho 882, 888, 303 P.3d 241, 247 (Ct. App. 2013), review 
denied (July 18, 2013) (pointing out that "the Ninth Circuit held that allocution is a 
due process right, but limited its holding to circumstances where the defendant asks 
to speak at sentencing and is denied that opportunity"); State v. Abdullah, No. 
31659, 2015 WL 856787, at *86 (Idaho Mar. 2, 2015) reh'g denied (May 28, 2015) 
(noting that "(e]very federal circuit court of appeals, except the Ninth Circuit Court 
of Appeals, has held that allocution is not a constitutional right") (quotation marks 
and citation omitted); Hill v. U.S., 368 U.S. 424, 425-26, 82 S.Ct. 468, 469-70 (1962). 
Further, "a violation by the district court of a rule of procedure does not necessarily 
equate to a deprivation of a constitutional right." Id. (citation omitted). Allocution 
"is purely a statutory, procedural right guaranteed by Idaho Criminal Rule 33 and 
Idaho Code section 19-2510." Abdullah, 2015 WL 856787, at *87. 
In his answer, Colvin claims that there is "fraud and misleading information 
in the judgment" that he just discovered. (Answer to Latah Cnty. Prosecutor's Resp., 
p. 3.) He never clearly explains what the alleged "fraud and misleading 
information" is. (Answer to Latah Cnty. Prosecutor's Resp., p. 3.) One possible 
explanation for his claim is that he objects to the language in the judgment that 
states he had no legal cause to show why judgment should not be pronounced. As 
explained below in section II.B., this Court concludes that Colvin's claim of error in 
this regard is meritless. It also appears that another error Colvin complains of is 
ORDER DENYING 
DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS Page 8 
that the sentence was entered "outside [Colvin's] view and knowledge." (Answer to 
Cnty. Prosecutor's Resp., p. 3.) However, this claim is meritless because he 
cites no facts to support this claim. 
Colvin's argument, when reduced to its core, is that the judge made an error 
at the sentencing hearing. The right to allocute is procedural. Id. Procedure is 
defined as "[t]he judicial rule or manner for carrying on a civil lawsuit or criminal 
prosecution." BLACK'S LA w DICTIONARY 1323 (9th ed. 2009). It is notable that both 
the definition of procedure and I.C.R. 35 use the term "manner." Because allocution 
is a procedural right, any violation was an error in the manner of carrying out 
Colvin's sentencing. Therefore, Colvin's challenge can only be against a "sentence 
imposed in an illegal manner," rather than an "illegal sentence." As such, it falls 
under Rule 35(b), I.C.R., and it is untimely and this Court lacks jurisdiction to hear 
it. 
B. Even if the facts are apparent from the face of the record, there was 
no error in the sentencing hearing. 
Even if Colvin's challenge goes to an alleged illegality of the sentence itself 
(under I.C.R. 35(a)), and not merely the manner in which it was imposed (under 
I.C.R. 35(b)), the record does not establish any error. Colvin was given the 
opportunity to allocute and took that opportunity to speak to the Court. 
Recently, Idaho's appellate courts loosened some of the stringent 
requirements regarding allocution. For instance, in Hansen, the trial court told the 
defendant that he would have "an opportunity to make a statement on your own 
behalf or to present to me any evidence or information in mitigation in an effort to 
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lessen any punishment I might otherwise impose." Hansen, 154 Idaho at 885, 303 
at 244. The trial court then heard from three witnesses, heard argument from 
the attorneys, and questioned the defendant regarding some aspects of his 
Presentence Investigation Report. Id. However, the trial court then sentenced the 
defendant without giving him the previously-described opportunity to allocute. Id. 
On appeal, the Court of Appeals held that the trial court did not violate the 
defendant's right to allocute because the record did not support the conclusion that 
the "failure to later invite a statement was an affirmative denial of the opportunity 
to allocute and not simply an oversight." Id. at 888, 303 P.3d at 247. 
Colvin also argues, in his answer, that the Court failed "to present [him] with 
[a] § 19-2510 inquiry," 1 in violation of his due process rights. (Answer to Latah 
Cnty. Prosecutor's Resp., p. 3.) Colvin states that "[i]f the court had asked me if I 
had legal cause to show why not to pronounce judgment ... [sic] I would have 
exercised my§ 19-106.2[21 right to appear and defend in person and with counsel to 
confer with in personally addressing the court's§ 19-2510 inquiry." (Answer to 
Latah Cnty. Prosecutor's Resp., p. 3.) However, the transcript shows that the Court 
asked the question: "Does the defendant have any lawful cause to show why 
1 Colvin appears to be referring to his right to present legal cause to show why judgment should not 
have been pronounced against him (at that time). LC. § 19-2510 (titled "Arraignment for 
Sentence") provides, in full: 
When the defendant appears for judgment he must be informed by the court, or by 
the clerk, under its direction, of the nature of the indictment and of his plea, and the 
verdict if any thereon, and must be asked whether he has any legal cause to show 
why judgment should not be pronounced against him. 
2 I.C. § 19-106 describes some rights of a criminal defendant. It provides, in full: 
In a criminal action the defendant is entitled: 
l. To a speedy and public trial. 
2. To be allowed counsel as in civil actions, or to appear and defend in person 
and with counsel. 
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judgment should not be pronounced against him at this time?" to which Calvin's 
attorney, Mr. Henegen, replied, "No, your Honor." (Tr., p. 92, 11. 19-22.) Colvin 
claims that "the court had a duty to present me with§ 19-2510 inquiry [sic] and I 
had a fundamental right to personally make my§ 19-106.2 presentation." (Answer 
to Latah Cnty. Prosecutor's Resp., p. 4.) This assertion of error fails for at least two 
reasons. First, Colvin cites no authority stating that it was inappropriate to ask his 
attorney, rather than him directly, whether there was legal cause not to pronounce 
sentence. Second, Colvin seems to think that LC.§ 19-106 provides him with a 
right to both have an attorney represent him and to represent himself, operating 
like a light switch that can be turned off and on again at any time. That is not an 
accurate view of the right to self-representation. See State v. Reber, 138 Idaho 275, 
277-78, 61 P.3d 632, 634-35 (Ct. App. 2002) (discussing the timeliness required of a 
request for self-representation). 
At the beginning of Calvin's sentencing hearing, Calvin's attorney indicated 
that he would call Colvin to the stand to present evidence in mitigation (after the 
State called its witnesses who presented evidence in aggravation). (Tr., p. 43, 11. 20-
25.) After the State's witnesses, the court invited Calvin's attorney to "submit 
evidence of circumstances in mitigation." (Tr., p. 76, 11. 5-7.) In response, Calvin's 
attorney asked for a brief recess - which was allowed. (Tr., p. 76, 11. 8-17 .) After 
returning from that recess, Calvin's attorney stated that "[t]he defense will not 
present any evidence of circumstances in mitigation." (Tr., p. 77, 11. 1-2.) It is clear 
that Colvin was also afforded the opportunity to present mitigating evidence and 
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declined to do so. Colvin's attorney also submitted argument, which pointed to 
Calvin's mental health as a reason to be lenient and emphasize treatment over 
punishment. (Tr., pp. 77-83.) After that, the court told Colvin that he had "the 
right to make a personal statement to the Court," and invited him to do so. (Tr., p. 
76, 11. 5-7.) Colvin then made a statement. (Tr., p. 83, 1. 13 -p. 84, 1. 9.) Colvin 
explained that he tried to get help for his problems, that he did not believe in 
violence, that he regretted what happened, and hoped that the court would order 
treatment. (Tr., p. 83, 1. 13 - p. 84, 1. 9.) Colvin was then sentenced. 
The case of State v. Hansen provides helpful precedent. State v. Hansen, 154 
Idaho 882, 888, 303 P.3d 241, 247 (Ct. App. 2013), review denied (July 18, 2013). In 
Hansen, the defendant was never given an opportunity to allocute. Id. at 888, 303 
P.3d at 247. Nevertheless, the appellate court found no error because there was not 
an affirmative denial of the opportunity. Id. Here, Colvin was given the chance to 
speak and say anything he wanted. He spoke in response to the Court's invitation. 
Colvin has failed to establish any error whatsoever in his sentencing. 
III. COLVIN'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW HIS GUILTY PLEA 
Colvin asks to withdraw his guilty plea "[t]o correct manifest injustice." (Mot. 
for Relief, p. 1.) A defendant can move to withdraw a guilty plea any time "before 
sentence is imposed or imposition of sentence is suspended." I.C.R. 33(c). However, 
"to correct manifest injustice the court after sentence may set aside the judgment of 
conviction and permit the defendant to withdraw defendant's plea." Id. 
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Colvin's claim of manifest injustice in his case appears to be the contention 
his guilty plea was invalid. (Mot. for Relief, p. 1.) Colvin claims that his guilty 
is invalid for three reasons: (a) he received ineffective assistance of trial 
counsel, (b) the plea agreement itself was either invalid as written or was breached, 
and (c) he did not understand the plea agreement. However, none of these reasons 
provides a basis to find Colvin's guilty plea invalid. Colvin's motion does not 
establish "manifest injustice" and should therefore be denied. 
· A. Ineffective Assistance of Counsel 
Colvin claims that he received ineffective assistance of counsel. He 
maintains he was "misadvised by counsel to plead guilty" because his attorney was 
"unable to build [Colvin's] defense because the county public defender contract 
didn't pay him enough." (Mot. for Relief, pp. 1-2.) In support of this claim, Colvin 
submits a letter, dated December 28, 1992, written by Colvin to Judge Hamlett, 
explaining that his attorney did not interview all of the individuals Colvin asked 
him to interview. (Mot. for Relief, ex. A.) 
As a threshold matter, Colvin confessed to this murder and pleaded guilty 
pursuant to a Rule 11 agreement. It is hard to imagine under these facts what his 
lawyer could have uncovered if he had conducted a more in depth inquiry. 
In addition, Colvin has already asserted this argument. In his petition for 
post-conviction relief, he claimed ineffective assistance of counsel because his "trial 
counsel did not interview witnesses which the defendant asked him to contact and 
talk to." (SP-1993-0001 [CV-1993-0865], Am. 'd Pet. for Post-Conviction Relief, p. 3, 
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~ 9(a).) In Colvin's post-conviction relief case, this claim was summarily dismissed. 
(SP-1993-0001 [CV-1993-0865], Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part 
Respondent's Mot. to Dismiss Petition for Post-Conviction Relief, p. 1.) 
"The doctrine of res judicata" includes "issue preclusion (collateral estoppel)." 
Ticor Title Co. v. Stanion, 144 Idaho 119, 123, 157 P.3d 613, 617 (2007) (citation 
omitted). Claim preclusion prohibits the same claim from being made between the 
same parties in a subsequent action. Id., see also Johnson v. State, No. 41414, 2015 
WL 1881943, at *4 (Idaho Ct. App. Apr. 27, 2015). "For claim preclusion to bar a 
subsequent action there are three requirements: (1) same parties; (2) same claim; 
and (3) final judgment." Id. at 124, 157 P.3d at 618. A "final judgment" requires 
that: 
[I]n an action between the same parties upon the same claim or 
demand, the former adjudication concludes parties and privies 
not only as to every matter offered and received to sustain or 
defeat the claim but also as to every matter which might and 
should have been litigated in the first suit. 
Farmers Nat. Bank v. Shirey, 126 Idaho 63, 70, 878 P.2d 762, 769 (1994) (citation 
omitted). 
Here, Colvin is barred from asserting ineffective assistance of counsel by 
claim prech;tsion. First, the parties are the same - both this case and Colvin's 
petition for post-conviction relief involve Colvin and the State of Idaho. Second, it is 
the same claim - ineffective assistance of counsel. Third, there was a final 
judgment in the previous case - Calvin's claim of ineffective assistance of counsel 
was summarily dismissed. Colvin's previous claim was defeated, and therefore 
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"every matter which might and should have been litigated" there is barred from 
litigated here. 
Colvin is barred by claim preclusion from asserting ineffective assistance of 
counsel as a basis for his motion. Colvin has already had this claim adjudicated 
after a full and fair proceeding. As a result, this claim cannot be reconsidered. 
B. Invalidity or Breach of the Plea Agreement 
Next, Colvin claims that his guilty plea is invalid because the plea agreement 
was either breached (since his attorney was not present at his psychological 
evaluation) or invalid (if it allowed his attorney not to be present at the evaluation). 
(Mot. for Relief, p. 3.) Colvin's claim centers around the fact that his "attorney was 
unable to appear and confer or advise [him] during the evaluation." (Mot. for Relief, 
p. 3.) Colvin's argument is that the psychological evaluation was a "critical stage" 
that is included in the constitutional guarantee of representation by counsel. (Mot. 
for Relief, p. 3.) 
The Idaho Supreme Court has found that a psychosexual evaluation, as 
distinguishable from a "routine" presentence investigation, is a critical stage of a 
criminal prosecution. Estrada v. State, 143 Idaho 558, 562, 149 P.3d 833, 837 
(2006). This conclusion was supported by a U.S. Supreme Court case finding that a 
"pre-trial psychiatric evaluation was a critical stage of the proceedings." Id. (citing 
Estelle v. Smith, 451 U.S. 454, 470, 101 S.Ct. 1866, 1877 (1981)). However, the 
Idaho Supreme Court specifically held that its "finding that a Sixth Amendment 
right to assistance of counsel in the critical stage of a psychosexual evaluation 
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inquiring to a defendant's future dangerousness, does not necessarily require the 
presence of counsel during the exam." Estrada, 143 Idaho at 562, 149 P.3d at 837 
(emphasis in original). Therefore, a defendant does have a right to the advice of 
counsel "regarding his participation in the psychosexual evaluation." Id. at 563, 
149 P.3d at 838. 
Here, Colvin received the advice of counsel that he should participate in the 
psychological evaluation. The evaluation was specifically included in the Rule 11 
Plea Agreement. (Mot. for Relief, ex. C, ir 5.) That plea agreement was signed by 
both Colvin and his attorney. (Mot. for Relief, ex. C, p. 3.) Colvin does not have a 
constitutional right to have his attorney "appear and confer or advise [him] during 
the evaluation." (Mot. for Relief, p. 3.) Therefore, the State did not breach the plea 
agreement by conducting the psychological evaluation without the attendance of 
Calvin's attorney and the plea agreement is not invalidated, since it does not "allow" 
an unconstitutional process. Calvin's right to the advice of counsel was not violated, 
and therefore is not a reason to invalidate Calvin's guilty plea. 
C. Lack of Understanding of the Plea Agreement 
Finally, Colvin claims that his guilty plea is invalid because he did not 
understand the plea agreement. (Mot. for Relief, p. 3.) Colvin states that his 
attorney "did not let me read the Plea Agreement before or during the hearing and 
set the plea on the table, opened it to the last page and told me to sign it." (Mot. for 
Relief, p. 3.) Colvin claims that his attorney told him that his sentence would only 
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· be ten years. (Mot. for Relief, p. 3.) He claims he was "under duress and severely 
at the time of all of the hearings." (Mot. for Relief, 3.) 
Colvin included the plea agreement itself with his motion. (1"i1ot. for Relief, 
ex. C.) It is a short agreement. It has an introduction, seven paragraphs over two 
pages, and then spaces for signatures on the third page. (Mot. for Relief, ex. C.) 
The plea agreement clearly states that Colvin would plead guilty to an amended 
charge of Murder in the Second Degree and be imprisoned for life "as the maximum 
period of confinement," with the parties being left free to argue "for any minimum 
period of confinement of ten (10) years up to a fixed life sentence." (Mot. for Relief, 
ex. C, ,r,r 1-4.) 
"A plea agreement is similar to a contract and is often analyzed according to 
contract principles." State v. Longest, 149 Idaho 782, 785, 241 P.3d 955, 958 (2010) 
(also noting that "[a]lthough the analogy may not hold in all respects, plea bargains 
are essentially contracts") (citation omitted). This means that, first, a plea 
agreement should be analyzed "within its four corners" to understand its meaning. 
State v. Gomez, 153 Idaho 253, 258, 281 P.3d 90, 95 (2012). "The meaning of an 
unambiguous contract must be determined from the plain meaning of the contract's 
own words." Dunlap v. State, 141 Idaho 50, 63, 106 P.3d 376, 389 (2004) (citations 
omitted). Any patent ambiguities in the plea agreement are "interpreted in favor of 
the defendant." State v. Peterson, 148 Idaho 593, 596, 226 P.3d 535, 538 (2010). 
"Focusing on the defendant's reasonable understanding also reflects the proper 
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constitutional focus on what induced the defendant to plead guilty." Id. (citation 
omitted, emphasis in original). 
The plea agreement is not ambiguous regarding the sentence Colvin would 
receive. (Mot. for Relief, ex. C, ,r 3.) Even if it were ambiguous, Calvin's claimed 
understanding (i.e., that he would be sentenced to ten years in prison) is not 
reasonable. (compare Mot. for Relief, p. 3 with ex. C, ,r 3.) Further, it is 
unbelievable that Calvin's attorney would tell him that he would only be sentenced 
to ten years in prison, when the plain text of the agreement states he would be 
sentenced to a maximum (indeterminate) period oflife in prison and "that it would 
be consistent with this agreement for the State to argue for a fixed life sentence, 
and for the Court to impose a fixed life sentence." (Mot. for Relief, ex. C, ,r,r 3-4.) 
For these reasons, Calvin's claimed misunderstanding of the plea agreement cannot 
serve as a basis to invalidate his guilty plea. 
IV. COLVIN'S MOTION TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE 
At one point in his Rule 33(c) Motion for Relief, Colvin moves for the Court to 
take judicial notice of an official report by the Idaho Attorney General's Office. 
(Mot. for Relief, p. 2.) With his motion, Colvin submits a letter he received from 
Paul Panther, Deputy Attorney General and Chief of the Criminal Law 
Division, stating that Calvin's request for "[a]ny and all reports and/or findings of 
studies conducted and/or published by any person or entity relating to Idaho's 
Public Defender system between the dates of 2004 through 2014" is granted and the 
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documents were (apparently) provided. (Mot. for Relief, ex. B.) However, Colvin 
submitted the documents. 
The Court cannot grant Colvin's motion for two reasons: (1) he has not 
provided the report that he asks the Court to take judicial notice of, and (2) his 
request is about public defenders between 2004 and 2014, and does not have 
anything to do with his case, that was resolved by 1993. (Even Colvin's Post-
Conviction action was finally resolved by 2003, with only attorney's fees going on to 
January 2004.) Therefore, Colvin's motion to take judicial notice will be denied. 
V. COLVIN'S MOTION FOR STANDBY COUNSEL 
For the reasons explained above, Calvin's underlying motions will be denied. 
Given the lack of merit in the motions, an attorney would not assist Colvin. 
Accordingly, Calvin's requests for an attorney to assist him in bringing those 
motions will be denied. 
Colvin also obliquely mentions that "a guilty plea does not foreclose a 
subsequent claim by the defendant under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 or related state actions." 
(Mot. for Relief, p. 3 (capitalization adjusted)). He requests "standby" counsel to 
"confer on state law in this regard" and help him decide "whether to amend, 
supplement or dismiss this motion." (Mot. for Relief, p. 3.) Colvin appears to be 
exploring a possible civil lawsuit for a deprivation of his rights. However, public 
defenders are not available in bringing these kinds of civil actions, as there is no 
constitutional right to representation in a civil action against the government. See 
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Freeman v. State, 87 Idaho 170, 180, 392 P.2d 542, 548 (1964) (quoting 162 A.L.R. 
Therefore, his request for "standby" counsel in this regard will also be denied. 
VI. CONCLUSION 
Calvin's underlying Rule 35 motion is without merit. First, to the extent that 
Calvin's motion is made under I.C.R. 35(b), challenging the manner in which his 
sentence was imposed, this Court lacks jurisdiction to hear the motion because 
(despite its terminology) it is an untimely challenge to the manner in which his 
sentence was imposed. I.C.R. 35(b). Second, to the extent that Calvin's motion is 
made under I.C.R. 35(a), this Court concludes that no relief is warranted because 
Colvin was provided an adequate opportunity to allocute and exercised his right to 
allocution. In other words, Colvin is not the victim of an illegal sentence. 
Likewise, Colvin's motion for relief, under Rule 33(c), will be denied. Colvin 
has not shown any basis for his asserted "manifest injustice." He is precluded from 
arguing the claim of ineffective assistance of counsel, he had no constitutional right 
to have his attorney with him at the psychological evaluation, and the plea 
agreement is unambiguous, while his claimed understanding of the plea agreement 
is unreasonable. 
Good cause appearing, 
It is ORDERED that defendant's "Motion for Correction of an I.C.R. Rule 
35(a) Illegal Sentence from the Face of the Record" is DENIED, with prejudice. (To 
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the extent the defendant's motion is actually brought pursuant to Rule 35(b), this 
lacks jurisdiction consider 
It is FURTHER ORDERED that defendant's "Motion for Relief' to withdraw 
his guilty plea is DENIED, with prejudice. 
It is FURTHER ORDERED that defendant's motion to take judicial notice is 
DENIED, with prejudice. 
It is FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant's motions for the appointment 
of standby counsel are DENIED, with prejudice. 
~,\""' 
Dated this_}__ day of June 2015. 
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Joh R. Stegner 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I do hereby certify that full, true, complete, and correct copies of the foregoing 
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS TO CORRECT SENTENCE, 
WITHDRAW GUILTY PLEA, TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE, AND FOR STANDBY 
COUNSEL were delivered by the indicated methods to the following: 
William W. Thompson, Jr. 
Latah County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Pro Se Defendant 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, Idaho 83707 
[ ] E-Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Fax 
[ v1.--Hand Delivery 
[ ] E-Mail 
[ v1 U.S. Mail 
[ ] Fax 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
on this ~~ay of June 2015. CLERK OF THE COURT 
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Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Defendant - Prose 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT-~~. 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
I. 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
NOTICE OF ERROR AND 
OBJECTION TO SECOND 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT, LATAH 
COUNTY JUDGE JOHN R. 
STEGNER'S JUNE 9, 2015 
ORDERS 
ORIGINAL 
NOTICE OF ERROR, OBJECTIONS AND REQUEST STANDBY COUNSEL TO AID IN 
NOTICE OF APPEAL, MARSHALLING FACTS AND LAW, HEREAFTER. 
II. 
COMES NOW, Douglas Raymond Colvin, Defendant/Appellant here-
after, whom does now notice error and raises contemporary objec-
tion on the record. 
Defendant Notices Two (2) Errors In The June 9, 2015 Appeal-
able Order Of District Court. 
A. NOTICE OF ERROR 
1. The District Court Abused Its Discretion By Failing To 
First Consider And Grant Some Form Of Legal Assistance Or 
Adequate Access To A Law Library, To The Defendant/Movant, 
During The Drafting Of Meaningful Legal Papers. 
2. OBJECTION TO INADEQUATE ACCESS TO COURTS BASED ON STATE 
AND FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONS AS WELL AS MY RIGHTS TO COUNSEL 
PER ID. CONST. ART. I. SEC. 13 AND U.S.C.AMENDS. V, VI, & 
XIV. (5, 6, & 14). 
NOTICE OF ERROR AND OBJECTION 
TO SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT, 
LATAH COUNTY JUDGE JOHN R. 
STEGNER'S JUNE 9, 2015 ORDERS - 1 
9 
B. NOTICE OF ERROR 
1. The District Court Commits Appealable Error By Holding 
That All Of My Ineffective Assistance Of Counsel Claims 
Should Have Been Raised In The Original Timely Post Convic-
tion Proceeding. 
2. OBJECTION: My Claims Have Only Just Ripened After The 
1st Petition and I Arn In Fact Entitled To RELIEF, PERHAPS 
PER 19-4901 (a)(1) On A Successive Petition based On 
Strickland v. Washington, 466 u.s. 668 (1984), (Two Prong 
Test Required Actual Prejudice First Ripen) In Accordance 
With Small v. State, 132 Idaho 327, (1998). 
III. 
Therefore, Defendant/Movant does hereby notice error, object 
and again seek the appointment of counsel to aid and assist in 
the drafting of a timely Notice of Appeal, and production of 
record, marshaling of facts and application of law to relevant 
admissible evidence --- lawfully admitted in the Supreme Court on 
settlement of records, claims on appeal and briefing/argument 
thereupon. 
DONE this } ti.. .. -t> day of ,) Uyt e. , 2 0 /) • 
-~----------
NOTICE OF ERROR AND OBJECTION 
gas Raymond Colvin 
Defendant/Movant 
TO SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT, 
LATAH COUNTY JUDGE JOHN R. 
STEGNER'S JUNE 9, 2015 ORDERS - 2 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant, do her-
eby certify delivery of the NOTICE OF ERROR AND OBJECTION TO 
SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT, LATAH COUNTY JUDGE JOHN R. STEGNER'S 
JUNE 9, 2015 ORDERS to the hands of prison staff for copies, pos-
tage and filing via U.S. Postal Service to all parties, according 
to Houston v. Lack, 487 u.s. 266, 270-74, 108 s.ct. 2379 (1988) 
on this }o-+4 day of _J"--..,.....-"---'-'"-'----------' 20 IS-. 
Latah County District Courts 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Latah County Prosecutor's Office 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843-0568 
NOTICE OF ERROR AND OBJECTION 
TO SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT, 
LATAH COUNTY JUDGE JOHN R. 
STEGNER'S JUNE 9, 2015 ORDERS - 3 
l 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-1992-0730 
ORDER APPOINTING 
COUNSEL 
The defendant has filed what can be characterized as an appeal as a matter of 
right from this Court's Order of June 9, 2015. I.A.R. ll(c)(9). Accordingly this Court 
will appoint counsel to assist the defendant in bringing this appeal. See I.C. § 19-852. 
Good cause appearing, 
It is ORDERED that the Latah County Conflict Public Defender, D. Ray 
Barker, is APPOINTED to represent the defendant in the perfecting of his appeal. 
Dated this 1 ~ay of July 2015. 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I do hereby certify that full, true, complete, and correct copies of the foregoing 
ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL were delivered by the indicated methods the 
following: 
William W. Thompson, Jr. 
Latah County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
D. Ray Barker 
Attorney at Law 
[ ] E-Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Fax 
Ct>{'Hand Delivery 
[ ] E-Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Fax 
~and Delivery 
on this~ day of July 2015. HENRIANNE K. WESTBERG 
Latah County Clerk of the Court 
By: ~ 
Deputy Clerk 
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Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
BY Q (_, 
I -------CEPury 
Boise, ID 83707 
Defendant - Prose 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-92-00730 
) 
Plaintiff/Respondent, ) s.c. Docket No. 
) 
vs. ) NOTICE OF APPEAL 
) 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, ) 
) ORIGINAL Defendant/Appellant. ) 
) 
NOTICE TO ALL PARTIES: 1) LATAH COUNTY DISTRICT COURT, LATAH 
COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. BOX 8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843; 2) LATAH 
COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE, LATAH COUNTY COURTHOUSE, P.O. BOX 
8068, MOSCOW, ID 83843-0568; 3) OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
CRIMINAL DIVISION, APPELLANT UNIT, P.O. BOX 83720, BOISE, ID 
83720-0010; 4) DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, (SUPRA) DEFENDANT/APPEL-
LANT. 
1. The above named Defendant/Appellant, Douglas Raymond Colvin, 
appeal(s) against the above named Plaintiff/Respondent(s) to the 
Idaho Supreme Court from ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS TO 
CORRECT SENTENCE, WITHDRAW GUILTY PLEA, TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE, AND 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
FOR STANDBY COUNSEL, entered in the above entitled action on the 
of June 9, 2015, Honorable Judge John R. Stegner presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme 
Court, and the judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above 
are appealable orders under and pursuant to Rule 12(a) I.A.R. 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the 
appellant them intends to assert in the appeal; provided, any 
such list of issues on appeal shall not prevent the appellant 
from asserting other issues on appeal. 
(a) The District Court Judge abused his discretion by fail-
ing first to consider the appointment of counsel to aid the in-
carcerated Defendant, as required, for adequate access to courts. 
(b) The District Court Judge does commit appealable error, 
when it barred me form proceeding on Ineffective Assistance of 
Counsel claims. Because I A~ Raising Newly Discovered Information 
Including Relevant Fact Predicates And New Law Claim --- were 
either unavailable or due to lack of ripeness. Small v. State 
and as per Strickland v. Washington (two prong test must be 
developed). 
4. Has an order been entered sealing all or any portion of the 
record? No. 
5. (a) Is a reporter's transcript requested? Ye3. 
(b) The appellant requests the preparation of the following 
portions of the reporter's transcripts: in [XJ hard copy 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 2 
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I. Items requested under State v. Colvin, Idaho Case 
No. CR-92-00730. Case started June 15, 1992 and was closed on or 
around July 28, 1993. Unknown reporter(s). 
A. All hearing transcripts, including but not 
limited to the Preliminary Hearing, Arraignment, Plea Agreement 
Hearing, Sentencing, Rule 35, etc.; 
B. All motions filed with the court; 
C. Clerk's records, minutes; 
D. All orders from the court. 
II. Items requested under Colvin v. State, Idaho Case 
Nos. SP-93-00001 and CV-1993-0000865 (Two numbers listed) Case 
started January 4, 1993 and Final Order was made on January 16, 
2004. Unknown reporter(s). 
A. All motions filed with the court; 
B. All hearing transcripts; 
C. Clerk's records, minutes; 
D. All orders from the court. 
6. The appellant requests the following documents to be includ-
ed in the clerk's (agency's) record in addition to those auto-
rnatically included under Rule 28, I.A.R. None. 
7. Civil Case Only. 
8. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served on 
each reporter of whom a transcript has been requested as named 
belo~ at the address set out below: 
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Second Judicial District Court Clerk - Latah County, Latah County 
Courthouse, P.O. Box 8068, Moscow, ID 83843. 
(b)(l) [J That the clerk of the district court or admini-
strative agency has been paid the estimated fee for preparation 
of the reporter's transcript. 
(2) [X] That the appellant is: exe~pt from paying the 
estimated transcript fee because he is incarcerated at the Idaho 
State Correctional Center and falls under I.C. §19-854(2)(c). 
(c)(l) [] That the estimated fee for preparation of the 
clerk's or agency's record has been paid. 
(2) [X] That the appellant is exe~pt from paying the 
estimated fee for the preparation of record because he is incar-
cerated at the Idaho State Correctional Center and falls under 
I.C. §19-854(2)(c). 
(d)(l) [] That the appellate filing fee has been paid. 
(2) [X] That the appellant is exempt from paying the ap-
pellate filing fee because he is incarcerated at the Idaho State 
Correctional Center and falls under I.C. §19-854(2)(c). 
(e) That service has been made upon all parties required to 
be served pursuant to Rule 20 (and the Attorney General of Idaho 
pursuant to Section 57-1401(1), Idaho Code). 
DATED this day of 
--~ 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Do~~ond Colvin 
Defendant/Appellant 
4 
'1 7 
STATE OF IDAHO 
of Ada 
) 
) ss 
) 
Oouglas Raymond Colvin, being duly sworn upon his oath, de-
poses and states that the party is the Defendant in the above en-
titled action and that all statements in this NOTICE OF APPEAL 
are true and correct to the best of his knowledge and belief. 
a-fl.. DATED this t day of 
SUBSCRIBED, SWORN .AND AFFIRMED to before me this C\~\,... day of 
_:5~· ~\-[\,~Y--:1-"-+--------' 2 0 _i:s:-. I 
(SEAL) 
9-',,._..a. A,. A A ':'a.-~-~~,._,,._.,.__....._ .... 1 R VERH;:~GE 
4 , NOTARY PUBUC i STATE OF !DAHO 
~~""~..,.;.·~,a~~;;;;~;,:~~ 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 5 
Notary Public r Idaho 
Commission exp res: 'SI ,-s·hs 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant, do her-
eby certify delivery of the NOTICE OF APPEAL to the hands of 
prison staff for copies, postage and filing via U.S. Postal Ser-
vice to all parties, according to Houston v. Lack, 487 U.S. 256, 
270-74, 108 s.ct. 2379 (1988), on this__!/_!:_ day of 
20_]£_. 
Latah County District Courts 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Latah County Prosecutor's Office 
Latah CJunty Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843-0568 
Office of the Attorney General 
Criminal Division, Appellant Division 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720~0010 
ndant/Appellant 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 5 
~r;_.,_/.,,,.1..f' ____ , 
/ 
9 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Defendant - Prose 
i5 17 AM 9: 43 
CLERK OF DIS 
LATAH 
BY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant/Appellant. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Latah 
) 
) ss 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
S.C. Docket No. 
-----
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT 
FOR FEE WAIVER 
(PRISONER) 
ORIGINAL 
Petitioner asks to start or defend this case without paying 
fees, and swears under oath: 
1. This is an action for Notice of Appeal. 
2. I am unable to pay the court costs and I verify that the 
statements made in this affidavit are true and correct. I 
understand that a false statement in this affidavit is per-
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT 
FOR FEE WAIVER (PRISONER) 
,o 
jury and I could be sent to prison for one (1) to fourteen 
(14) years. The waiver of payment does not prevent the court 
from later ordering me to pay costs and fees. 
3. I have attached, to this affidavit, a current statement of 
inmate account, certified by a custodian of inmate accounts, 
that reflects the activity of the account over my period of 
incarceration or for the last twelve (12) months, whichever 
is less. According to Idaho Code §19-854(2)(c), where I am 
incarcerated, I am to be considered indigent. 
IDENTIFICATION AND RESIDENCE: 
Name: Douglas Raymond Colvin Other name used: None 
Address: Idaho State Correctional Center/ G-110 B / P.O. Box 
70010 / Boise, ID 83707 
How long at that address: Fifteen (15) years. No phone. 
Date and place of birth: June 15, 1962 / Colfax, Washington 
Education completed: Twelve (12) years 
Marital status: Divorced 
ASSETS: 
I neither own or am purchasing any real property (land/buildings 
List all other property owned by you and state its value. 
DESCRIPTION AND VALUE: 
Trust Funds: Inmate Trust Fund (Statement attached). Everything 
that was sent in was a gift. 
TV's/Stereos/Computers/Electronics: 13 11 TV (bought in 2003) $25; 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT 
FOR FEE WAIVER (PRISONER) 2 
Typewriter that is 20 years old $25. 
I own no other assets. 
EXPENSES: 
Phone: $20/month 
Groceries/Clothing: Hygiene, stamped envelopes, pain reliever. 
Legal Photocopies/Legal Mailing: This expense will vary. 
These are all the expenses I have at this time. 
MISCELLANEOUS: 
How much can you borrow? Nothing. 
When did you file your last income tax return? For 1992. No 
refund. 
PERSONAL REFERENCES: 
Joyce Colvin/ P.O. Box 387 / Endicott, WA 99125 (509)657-3632 
Mother/Life 
~ouglas Raymond Colvin 
Defendant/Appellant 
h r,--\-l-:- d f SUBSCRIBED, SWORN AND AFFIRMED to before met is\_ ay o 
(SEAL) j'-;~;.;~E NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF iDAHO 
1 ................ ~--~----..i 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT 
FOR FEE WAIVER (PRISONER) 3 
Notary Publicf3for Id~ho 
Commission Expires: 5l \-s~ \5 
2 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant, do her-
eby certify delivery of the MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER 
(PRISONER) to the hands of prison staff for copies, postage and 
filing via U.S. Postal Service to all parties, according to 
Houston v. Lack, 487 U.S. 266, 270-74, 108 s.ct. 2379 (1988), on 
this~ day of 
Latah County District Courts 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Defendant/Appellant 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT 
FOR FEE WAIVER (PRISONER) 4 
3 
= IDOC TRUST OFFENDER BANK BALANCES 
Doc No 36777 Name: COLVIN, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
Account: CHK Status: ACTIVE 
Transaction Dates: 03/0l/2014-03/12/2015 
03/12/2015 = 
ICC/UNIT G PRES FACIL 
TIER-1 CELL-10 
Beginning Total Total Current 
Balance Charges Payments Balance 
150.70 1723.20 1561.51 10.99DB 
--------------------------------TRANSACTIONS--------------------------------
Date Batch Description Ref Doc Amount Balance 
03/04/2014 
03/04/2014 
03/10/2014 
03/11/2014 
03/11/2014 
03/12/2014 
03/13/2014 
03/14/2014 
03/17/2014 
03/17/2014 
03/19/2014 
03/19/2014 
03/27/2014 
04/02/2014 
04/09/2014 
04/09/2014 
04/10/2014 
04/14/2014 
04/15/2014 
04/16/2014 
04/22/2014 
04/25/2014 
05/05/2014 
05/07/2014 
05/13/2014 
05/14/2014 
05/21/2014 
06/02/2014 
06/03/2014 
06/04/2014 
06/04/2014 
06/04/2014 
06/17/2014 
06/19/2014 
06/20/2014 
06/24/2014 
06/24/2014 
06/27/2014 
07/08/2014 
IC066Q373-369 099-CO:MM SPL 
IC0660373-370 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0661186-017 026-JAIL INCOM 
IC0661369-254 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0661376-013 011-RCPT MO/CC 
IC0661525-175 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0661697-025 061-CK INMATE 
IC0661875-005 071-MED CO-PAY 
IC0661881-005 317-REFUND MEDICAL 
IC0661882-005 070-PHOTO COPY 
IC0662169-435 099-COMM SPL 
IC0662169-436 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0662994-007 061-CK INMATE 
HQ0663621-017 026-JAIL INCOM 
IC0664470-463 099-COMM SPL 
IC0664470-464 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0664572-007 011-RCPT MO/CC 
IC0664744-019 070-PHOTO COPY 
IC0665000-256 099-COMM SPL 
IC0665117-143 099-COMM SPL 
IC0665572-258 099-COMM SPL 
IC0665948-007 045-CARLS JR 
HQ0666941-016 026-JAIL INCOM 
IC0667413-133 099-COMM SPL 
IC0667971-316 099-COMM SPL 
IC0668255-180 099-COMM SPL 
IC0668955-001 078-MET MAIL 
HQ0670153-012 011-RCPT MO/CC 
IC0670387-248 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0670574-018 026-JAIL INCOM 
HQ0670677-006 026-JAIL INCOM 
IC0670687-150 099-COMM SPL 
IC0672231-408 099-COMM b.l:'L 
HQ0672498-025 061-CK INMATE 
HQ0672592-009 011-RCPT MO/CC 
IC0672947-403 099-COMM SPL 
IC0672947-404 099-COMM SPL 
HQ0673461-026 026-JAIL INCOM 
IC0674700-575 099-COMM SPL 
FEB PAY 
36487 
297871 
289934 
FIX661875 
289934 
397872 
MAR PAY 
38810 
295253 
297873 G 
APR PAY 
290501 
42150 
MAY PAY 
PAY CORR 
301311 
43639 
JUNE PAY 
104.71DB 
44.69DB 
48.00 
23.49DB 
150.00 
24.24DB 
100.00DB 
3.70DB 
3.70 
3.70DB 
20.00DB 
18.93DB 
6.00DB 
48.00 
14.22DB 
18.80DB 
50.00 
0.60DB 
ll.14DB 
22.38DB 
15.27DB 
16.00DB 
48.00 
2.50DB 
27. 47DB 
20.20DB 
2.70DB 
50.00 
19.97DB 
48.00 
12.00 
27.07DB 
39.72DB 
20.25DB 
50.00 
7.38DB 
41. 23DB 
48.00 
24.05DB 
45.99 
1. 30 
49.30 
25.81 
175.81 
151.57 
51.57 
47.87 
51.57 
47.87 
27.87 
8.94 
2.94 
50.94 
36.72 
17.92 
67.92 
67.32 
56.18 
33.80 
18.53 
2.53 
50.53 
48.03 
20.56 
0.36 
2. 34DB 
47.66 
27.69 
75.69 
87.69 
60.62 
20.90 
0.65 
50.65 
43.27 
2.04 
50.04 
25.99 
= IDOC TRUST OFFENDER BANK BALANCES 
Doc No: 36777 Name: COLVIN, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
Account: CHK Status: ACTIVE 
Transaction Dates: 03/0l/2014-03/12/2015 
03/12/2015 = 
ICC/UNIT G PRES FACIL 
TIER-1 CELL-10 
Beginning Total Total Current 
Balance Charges Payments Balance 
150.70 1723.20 1561.51 10.99DB 
--------------------------------TRANSACTIONS--------------------------------
Date Batch Description Ref Doc Amount Balance 
07/08/2014 IC0674700-576 099-COMM SPL 
07/10/2014 IC0675065-003 100-CR INM CMM 
07/15/2014 IC0675444-395 099-COMM SPL 
07/17/2014 IC0675749-008 071-MED CO-PAY 
07/28/2014 IC0676601-0ll 071-MED CO-PAY 
07/31/2014 II0677055-003 072-METER MAIL 
08/01/2014 HQ0677157-014 011-RCPT MO/CC 
08/01/2014 IC0677181-001 070-PHOTO COPY 
08/04/2014 IC0677388-003 223-IMF PAYROL 
08/05/2014 IC0677741 392 099-COMM SPL 
08/05/2014 IC0677741-393 099-COMM SPL 
08/07/2014 HQ0678369-010 061-CK INMATE 
08/12/2014 IC0678855-479 099-COMM SPL 
08/12/2014 IC0678855-480 099-COMM SPL 
08/19/2014 IC0679592-383 099-COMM SPL 
08/21/2014 IC0679800-002 100-CR INM CMM 
08/26/2014 IC0680206-378 099-COMM SPL 
08/28/2014 HQ0680569-013 011-RCPT MO/CC 
09/04/2014 IC0681383-371 099-COMM SPL 
09/04/2014 IC0681405-004 223-ILD PAYROL 
09/09/2014 IC0682153-489 099-COMM SPL 
09/09/2014 IC0682153-490 099-COMM SPL 
09/16/2014 IC0683553-366 099-COMM SPL 
10/03/2014 IC0685916-001 223-ILD PAYROL 
10/07/2014 IC0686446-543 099-COMM SPL 
10/07/2014 IC0686446-544 099~COMM SPL 
10/14/2014 IC0687055-473 099-COMM SPL 
10/14/2014 IC0687055-474 099-COMM SPL 
10/15/2014 HQ0687230-014 011-RCPT MO/CC 
10/21/2014 IC0688026-439 099-COMM SPL 
10/21/2014 IC0688026-440 099-COMM SPL 
10/30/2014 HQ0689125-013 011-RCPT MO/CC 
10/30/2014 ICO 68 9252- 010 10 0-CR INM CM1"v1 
11/04/2014 IC0689776-444 099-COMM SPL 
11/04/2014 IC0689776-445 099-COMM SPL 
11/04/2014 IC0689819-002 223-ILD PAYROL 
11/06/2014 HQ0690224-019 061-CK INMATE 
11/11/2014 IC0690752-600 099-COMM SPL 
11/28/2014 HQ0692711-007 011-RCPT MO/CC 
672153 
132566 
304765 
MAILROOM 
302492 
JUL PAY 
301313 
MAILROOM 
AUG PAY 
SEP PAY 
MAILROOM 
MAILROOM 
OCT PAY 
278531 
MAILROOM 
18.38DB 
2.56 
7.95DB 
5.00DB 
5.00DB 
3.50DB 
50.00 
28.05DB 
64.80 
7.63DB 
10.00DB 
20.00DB 
6.80DB 
27.06DB 
3.40DB 
16.70 
17.14DB 
50.00 
49.45DB 
71.10 
31.SlDB 
35.25DB 
4.52DB 
70.20 
34.24DB 
31.57DB 
4.48DB 
0.25DB 
50.00 
16.50DB 
32.00DB 
100.00 
0.25 
25.00DB 
69.35DB 
72.00 
44.35DB 
34.02DB 
100.00 
7.61 
10.17 
2.22 
2.78DB 
7.78DB 
ll.28DB 
38.72 
10.67 
75.47 
67.84 
57.84 
37.84 
31.04 
3.98 
0.58 
17.28 
0.14 
50.14 
0.69 
71.79 
40.28 
5.03 
0.51 
70.71 
36.47 
4.90 
0.42 
0.17 
50.17 
33.67 
1.67 
101.67 
101.92 
76.92 
7.57 
79.57 
35.22 
1. 20 
101.20 
?5 
= IDOC TRUST OFFENDER BANK BALANCES 03/12/2015 = 
Doc No: 36777 Name: COLVIN, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
Account: CHK Status: ACTIVE 
ICC/UNIT G PRES FACIL 
TIER-1 CELL-10 
Transaction Dates: 03/0l/2014-03/12/2015 
Beginning Total Total Current 
Balance Charges Payments Balance 
150.70 1723.20 1561.51 10.99DB 
--------------------------------TRANSACTIONS--------------------------------
Date Batch Description Ref Doc Amount Balance 
11/28/2014 IC0692757-006 071-MED CO-PAY 687247 
12/02/2014 IC0693061-446 099-COMM SPL 
12/02/2014 IC0693061-447 099-COMM SPL 
12/03/2014 IC069337l-005 223-ILD PAYROL NOV PAY 
12/09/2014 IC0694199-565 099-COMM SPL 
12/16/2014 IC0694888-528 099-COMM SPL 
12/22/2014 HQ0695547-017 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
12/29/2014 IC0696147-497 099-COMM SPL 
12/29/2014 IC0696147-498 099-COMM SPL 
12/31/2014 IC0696494-015 071-MED CO-PAY 675192 
01/06/2015 IC0697080-532 099-COMM SPL 
01/06/2015 IC0697206-004 223-ILD 1ST SHIFT DEC PAY 
01/13/2015 IC0698170-614 099-COMM SPL 
01/13/2015 IC0698170-615 099-COMM SPL 
01/20/2015 IC0698939-495 099-COMM SPL 
01/26/2015 HQ0699439-011 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
01/27/2015 IC0699568-503 099-COMM SPL 
01/27/2015 IC0699568-504 099-COMM SPL 
01/28/2015 II0699717-007 072-METER MAIL 303988 
02/03/2015 IC0700230-477 099-COMM SPL 
02/03/2015 IC0700230-478 099-COMM SPL 
02/11/2015 IC0701373-003 099-COMM SPL 
02/24/2015 HQ0702820-003 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
03/03/2015 IC0703635-474 099-COMM SPL 
03/03/2015 IC0703635-475 099-COMM SPL 
03/10/2015 IC0704423-538 099-COMM SPL 
03/11/2015 IC0704620-010 071-MED CO-PAY 711228 
03/11/2015 IC0704621-019 071-MED CO-PAY 709742 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Idaho Department of Correction 
5.00DB 
55.57DB 
13.18DB 
67.50 
79.64DB 
14.71DB 
100.00 
22.29DB 
68.90DB 
8.00DB 
l.36DB 
65.70 
44.94DB 
16.50DB 
4.04DB 
75.00 
45.70DB 
7.25DB 
15.80DB 
1.17DB 
2.25DB 
2.86DB 
50.00 
45.33DB 
4.24DB 
0.66DB 
8.00DB 
3.00DB 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a foll, tme ,md 
correct copy of an instrument as the s;une now remains 
011 file :md of record in my office. . I rff 
i.VITNESS my hand here!o affixed this _ /~ 
day of ·-~L-.A.D., 20JS 
bY--~---
96.20 
40.63 
27.45 
94.95 
15.31 
0.60 
100.60 
78.31 
9.41 
1.41 
0.05 
65.75 
20.81 
4.31 
0.27 
75.27 
29.57 
22.32 
6.52 
5.35 
3.10 
0.24 
50.24 
4.91 
0.67 
0.01 
7.99DB 
10.99DB 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Defendant - Prose 
f' "; 
,...,;·, No _J:,R._~ _q;, . ~ .0 .7 :ii) 
17 AH 9:43 
CLER;~ OF 
LATAH 
BY kf:J DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant/Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-92-00730 
s.c. Docket No. 
-----
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF 11 STANDBY COUNSEL", 
PURSUANT TO STATE V. 
AVERETT, 142 Idaho 879, 
886 (Ct.App. 2006) 
COMES NOW, Douglas Raymond Colvin, Defendant/Appellant, cur-
rently acting Prose, in the above entitled matter and requests 
that this Honorable Court to grant the Defendant's MOTION FOR 
APPOINTMENT OF "STANDBY COUNSEL 11 on reasons more fully set forth 
herein and in the AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF 11 STANDBY COUNSEL". 
1. Defendant is currently incarcerated within the Idaho De-
partment of Correction under the direct care, custody and 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" ORIGINAL 
control of Warden Randy Blades of the Idaho State Correc-
tional Center and need research help to get case law. 
2. The issues to be presented in this case may become too 
complex for the Defendant to properly pursue on his own. 
The Defendant lacks the knowledge and skill needed to re-
present himself alone. In RE: "STANDBY COUNSEL ONLY 11 re-
quested. 
3. Defendant required assistance completing these pleadings, 
as he was unable to do it himself, without proper legal 
research. 
4. The Defendant has been dealing with depression and ADHD 
and does not fully understand the court proceedings. 
The Defendant had previously had inadequate representation 
the Latah County Public Defender's Office and a Conflict Attorney 
and respectfully requests that the Honorable Court appoint an 
attorney that would have the Defendant's best interest in mind. 
DATED this q:f{ day of J: ~ , 20j)_. 
D~pellant 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF "STANDBY COUNSELn 2 
,~.· .  8 I 
- J 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT FOR APPOINTMENT OF "STANDBY" COUNSEL 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Ada 
) 
) ss 
) 
Douglas Raymond Colvin, after duly sworn upon his oath, de-
poses and says as follows: 
1. I am the Affiant in the above entitled case; 
2. I am currently residing at the Idaho State Correctional 
Center, under the care, custody and control of Warden 
Randy Blades; 
3. I am indigent and do not have any funds to hire a private 
counsel; 
4. I am without bank accounts, stocks bonds, real estate or 
any other form of real property; 
5. I am unable to provide any other form of security; 
6. I am untrained in the law. There is no legal case law, 
legal research, and access to one trained in the law on 
site. (Law Library); 
7. If I am forced to proceed without counsel being appoint-
ed, I will be unfairly handicapped in competing with 
trained and competent counsel of the State. I would like 
talk with "Standby Counsel" before proceeding. 
Further the affiant sayeth naught. 
WHEREFORE, the Defendant respectfully prays that this Honor-
able Court issue it's Order granting Defendant's MOTION FOR AP-
POINTMENT OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" to assist the Defendant in any 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" 3 
matter he needs help with in representing his best interest, or 
in the alternative grant any such relief to which it may appear 
the Defendant is entitled to. (i.e., order 11 Standby Counsel" from 
Conflicts" office.) 
DATED this --2.!:_ day of J:/1.-/ , 20 /) • 
---"'---7-r------------
~· 
Defendant/Appellant 
SUBSCRIBED, SWORN AND AFFIRMED to before me this C\4 h day of 
:S-\A-'--3= , 20 \<S. 
--~~-e-+-l ---------
(SEAL) 
'?~--.--....... j R VERHAGE 
~ t~OTARY PUBLIC i Si ATE OF IDAHO 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" 4 
Notary Pu~for Idaho 
Commission expires: S\ \"3"\ \'9 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant, do her-
eby certify delivery of the MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" to the hands of prison staff for copies, 
postage and filing via U.S. Postal Service to all parties, ac-
cording to Houston v. Lack, 487 U.S. 266, 270-74, 108 S.Ct. 2379 
(1988), on this 1A~ day of ~~,f2-'-=w+9~v~~~~~~-·-' 20~. 
Latah County District Courts 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
·. e~dant/Appellant 
1I2J)15 ktUJ- 6~ I /-H1e1L!WJ- J J-1 h 
PJl&lLtt,J-oll, J+ h 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" 5 
Ill 
In the Supreme Court of f~i$tie bftfalJ3g 
IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS. 
) 
) 
-------------------------------------------------------- ) 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COL VIN, 
Petitioner, 
v. 
RANDY BLADES, Warden, 
Respondent. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
au AA, 11 t 1 ;;;_ , 2fJ 15 ()].» 
, , · · ~!STRICT COURT 
C LATAH COUNTY 
BY~---~.,..··:f<:.....,  ._.(._,-.a....---------~DEPUTY 
ORDER DENYING PETITION AND 
MOTIQNS 
Supreme Court Docket No. 43396-2015 
Latah County No. CR-1992-730 
Ref 15-336 
A PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS; MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
APPOINTMENT OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" PURSUANT TO STATE v. AVERETT, 142 
IDAHO 870, 886 (TC. APP. 2006); and MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE WAIVER were 
filed by Petitioner Douglas Raymond Colvin, on July 28, 2015. Thereafter, on August 3, 2015, 
Petitioner filed a MOTION FOR COURT ORDER TO PRODUCE RECORDS. Therefore, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS; MOTION 
AND AFFIDAVIT FOR APPOINTMENT OF "STANDBY COUNSEL" PURSUANT TO STA TE 
v. AVERETT, 142 IDAHO 870, 886 (TC. APP. 2006), MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR FEE 
WAIVER and the MOTION FOR COURT ORDER TO PRODUCE RECORDS be, and hereby 
are, DENIED. 
DATED this \\ day of August, 2015. 
cc: Douglas Colvin,pro se 
Counsel of Record 
By Order of the Supreme Court 
ORDER DENYING PETITION AND MOTIONS- Docket No. 43396-2015 
llf 
pm 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
September 10, 2015 
Latah County District Court 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Re: NOTICE OF APPEAL 
State v. Colvin 
S.C. Docket No. 43443-2015 
Idaho Case No. CR-92-00730 
To whom it may concern, 
2015 SEP IS AM 10: SQ 
Please file this MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR WAIVER OF ALL 
FEES/COSTS (PRISONER) with the above-named case. When I filed the 
first fee waiver, I was under the impression that it covered 
everything I had requested in the NOTICE OF APPEAL. 
I have other questions pertaining to the same case. 
1. Why wasn't I sent a copy of the Order appointing D. Ray Barker 
as counsel? 
2. Was he appointed as "Standby Counsel", like I filed for, or 
was he appointed as regular counsel? He is not even sure of 
what he was appointed as. 
3. Is Mr. Barker suppose to be my Appellate Attorney? According 
the Supreme Court, my MOTION FOR "STANDBY COUNSEL" was neither 
sent to them nor were they told of it. It's my understanding 
that when I filed the motion, the Supreme Court was suppose to 
assign me an attorney from the State Appellate Public Defen-
der's Office. 
Please file this MOTION FOR WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS. Also, 
please send .me notice of when it was filed in your office. 
Thank you for your time. 
Sincerely, 
~ 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
Appearing in Pro Pria Persona 
2015 SEP 15 M1 !O: SO 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant/Appellant. 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) ss 
County of Latah ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR- 2-00730 
S.C. Docket No. 
43443-2015 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS 
(PRISONER) 
Petitioner asks to start and defend this case without paying 
any and all fees/costs, and swears under oath: 
I. This is an action for Notice of Appeal. 
2. I am unable to pay any fees/costs and I verify that the state-
ments made in this affidavit are true and correct. I under-
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS 
(PRISONER) ORlGlNAL 
stand that a false statement in this affidavit is perjury and 
I could be sent to prison for one (1) to fourteen (14) years. 
The waiver of payment does not prevent the court from later 
ordering me to pay fees and costs. 
3. I have attached, to this affidavit, the most recent statement 
of my inmate account, certified by a custodian of inmate ac-
counts, that reflects the activity of the account over my 
period of incarceration or for the last twelve (12) months, 
whichever is less. I have requested a current copy of my in-
mate account and when I receive it, I will send a copy to the 
Courts. According to Idaho Code §19-854(2)(c), where I am in-
carcerated, I am to be considered indigent. 
IDENTIFICATION AND RESIDENCE: 
Name: Douglas Raymond Colvin Other names used: None 
Address: Idaho State Correctional Center/ G-110 B / P.O. Box 
70010 I Boise, ID 83707 
How long at that address: Fifteen (15) years No phone 
Date and place of birth: June 15, 1962 / Colfax, Washington 
Education completed: Twelve (12) years 
Marital status: Divorced 
ASSETS: 
I neither own or am purchasing any real property (land/buildings) 
List all other property owned by you and state its value. 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS 
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DESCRIPTION AND VALUE: 
Trust Funds: Inmate Trust Fund (Statement attached). 
that was sent in was a ft. 
ng 
TV's/Stereos/Computers/Electronics: 13" TV,(bought in 2003) $25; 
Typewriter that is 20 years old. $25. 
I own no other assets. 
EXPENSES: 
Phone: $20-$30/month 
Groceries/Clothing: Hygiene, stamped envelopes, pain reliever. 
Legal Photocopies/Legal Mailing: This expense will vary. 
These are all the expenses I have at this time. 
MISCELLANEOUS: 
How much can you borrow? Nothing. 
When did you file your last income tax return? For 1992. No 
refund. 
PERSONAL REFERENCES: 
Joyce Colvin/ P.O. Box 387 / Endicott, WA 99125 (509)657-3632 
Mother/ Life 
The Defendant/Appellant respectfully requests that the Court 
find him indigent and Orders that he does not have to pay for any 
fees or costs pertaining to his requests in this action. 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS 
(PRISONER) 3 
Further your affiant sayeth naught. 
DATED this _!!.__ day of _S'_e.:;'f-f-'--'1i_=n~f~e-~r ________ , 2 0 I 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
Defendant/Appellant 
SUBSCRIBED, SWORN AND AFFIRMED to before me this \O~~day of 
(SEAL) R VERHAGE 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS 
(PRISONER) 
Notar~ic for Idaho . 
Commission Expires: S\ ,~$ \ \', 
4 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, the undersigned Defendant/Appel-
lant, do hereby certify delivery of the MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS to the hands of prison staff for copies, 
postage and filing via U.S. Postal Service to all parties, accor-
ding to Houston v. Lack, 487 u.s. 266, 270-74, 108 s.ct. 2379 
Latah County District Courts 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Idaho State Supreme Court 
Clerk of the Supreme Courts 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720 
MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS 
(PRISONER) 
Defendant/Appelllant 
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8 
= IDOC TRUST OFFENDER BANK BALANCES ----------
----------
09/10/2015 = 
Doc No 36777 Name: COLVIN, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
Account: CHK Status: ACTIVE 
ICC/UNIT G PRES FACIL 
TIER-1 CELL-10 
Transaction Dates: 09/10/2014-09/10/2015 
Beginning Total Total Current 
Balance Charges Payments Balance 
5.03 1283.49 1298.60 20.14 
--------------------------------TRANSACTIONS--------------------------------
Date Batch Description Ref Doc Amount Balance 
09/16/2014 IC0683553-366 099-COMM SPL 
10/03/2014 IC0685916-001 223-ILD PAYROL SEP PAY 
10/07/2014 IC0686446-543 099-COMM SPL 
10/07/2014 IC0686446-544 099-COMM SPL 
10/14/2014 IC0687055-473 099-COMM SPL 
10/14/2014 IC0687055-474 099-COMM SPL 
10/15/2014 HQ0687230-014 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
10/21/2014 IC0688026-439 099-COMM SPL 
10/21/2014 IC0688026-440 099-COMM SPL 
10/30/2014 HQ0689125-013 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
10/30/2014 IC0689252 010 100-CR INM CMM 
11/04/2014 IC0689776-444 099-COMM SPL 
11/04/2014 IC0689776-445 099-COMM SPL 
11/04/2014 IC0689819-002 223-ILD PAYROL OCT PAY 
11/06/2014 HQ0690224-019 061-CK INMATE 278531 
11/11/2014 IC0690752-600 099-COMM SPL 
11/28/2014 HQ0692711-007 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
11/28/2014 IC0692757-006 071-MED CO-PAY 687247 
12/02/2014 IC0693061-446 099-COMM SPL 
12/02/2014 IC0693061-447 099-COMM SPL 
12/03/2014 IC0693371-005 223-ILD PAYROL NOV PAY 
12/09/2014 IC0694199-565 099-COMM SPL 
12/16/2014 IC0694888-528 099-COMM SPL 
12/22/2014 HQ0695547-017 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
12/29/2014 IC0696147-497 099-COMM SPL 
12/29/2014 IC0696147-498 099-COMM SPL 
12/31/2014 IC0696494-015 071-MED CO-PAY 675192 
01/06/2015 IC0697080-532 099-COMM SPL 
01/06/2015 IC0697206-004 223-ILD 1ST SHIFT DEC PAY 
01/13/2015 IC0698170-614 099-COMM SPL 
01/13/2015 IC0698170 615 099-COMM SPL 
01/20/2015 IC0698939-495 099-COMM SPL 
01/26/2015 HQ0699439-011 011-RCPT MO/CC MAILROOM 
01/27/2015 IC0699568-503 099-COMM SPL 
01/27/2015 IC0699568-504 099-COMM SPL 
01/28/2015 II0699717-007 072-METER MAIL 303988 
02/03/2015 IC0700230-477 099-COMM SPL 
02/03/2015 IC0700230-478 099-COMM SPL 
02/11/2015 IC0701373-003 099-COMM SPL 
4.52DB 
70.20 
34.24DB 
31.57DB 
4.48DB 
0.25DB 
50.00 
16.50DB 
32.00DB 
100.00 
0.25 
25.00DB 
69.35DB 
72.00 
44.35DB 
34.02DB 
100.00 
5.00DB 
55.57DB 
13.18DB 
67.50 
79.64DB 
14.71DB 
100.00 
22.29DB 
68.90DB 
8.00DB 
1.36DB 
65.70 
44.94DB 
16.50DB 
4.04DB 
75.00 
45.70DB 
7.25DB 
15.SODB 
l.17DB 
2.25DB 
2.86DB 
0.51 
70.71 
36.47 
4.90 
0.42 
0.17 
50.17 
33.67 
1. 67 
101.67 
101.92 
76.92 
7.57 
79.57 
35.22 
1.20 
101. 20 
96.20 
40.63 
27.45 
94.95 
15.31 
0.60 
100.60 
78 .31 
9.41 
1.41 
0.05 
65.75 
20.81 
4.31 
0.27 
75.27 
29.57 
22.32 
6.52 
5.35 
3.10 
0.24 
= IDOC TRUST OFFENDER BANK BALANCES 
Doc No: 36777 Name: COLVIN, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
Account: CHK Status: ACTIVE 
Transaction Dates: 09/10/2014-09/10/2015 
09/10/2015 = 
ICC/UNIT G PRES FACIL 
TIER-1 CELL-10 
Beginning Total Total Current 
Balance Charges Payments Balance 
5.03 1283.49 1298.60 20.14 
--------------------------------TRANSACTIONS--------------------------------
Date Batch Description Ref Doc Amount Balance 
02/24/2015 HQ0702820-003 011-RCPT MO/CC 
03/03/2015 IC0703635-474 099-COMM SPL 
03/03/2015 IC0703635-475 099 COMM SPL 
03/10/2015 IC0704423-538 099-COMM SPL 
03/ll/2015 IC0704620-010 071-MED CO-PAY 
03/ll/2015 IC0704621-019 071-MED CO-PAY 
03/12/2015 HQ0704731-001 079-STATEMENT 
03/18/2015 II0705206-006 072-METER MAIL 
03/19/2015 IC0705447-009 070-PHOTO COPY 
03/24/2015 HQ0705889-006 011-RCPT MO/CC 
03/24/2015 HQ0705889-007 011-RCPT MO/CC 
03/31/2015 IC0706791-411 099-COMM SPL 
04/0l/2015 II0706954-003 072-METER MAIL 
04/02/2015 IC0707114-006 070-PHOTO COPY 
04/15/2015 HQ0708634-015 011-RCPT MO/CC 
04/15/2015 II0708736-005 072-METER MAIL 
04/20/2015 IC0709342-004 070-PHOTO COPY 
04/21/2015 IC0709404-376 099-COMM SPL 
04/21/2015 IC0709404-377 099-COMM SPL 
05/0l/2015 II0710511-007 072-METER MAIL 
05/15/2015 HQ0712547-020 011-RCPT MO/CC 
05/15/2015 IC0712576-006 070-PHOTO COPY 
05/18/2015 IC0712690-011 071-MED CO-PAY 
05/19/2015 IC0712766-466 099-COMM SPL 
05/29/2015 IC0713921-003 071-MED CO-PAY 
05/29/2015 IC0713921-019 071-MED CO-PAY 
06/23/2015 HQ0716834-019 011-RCPT MO/CC 
06/26/2015 IC0717166-001 047-DONATN CH 
06/30/2015 IC0717505-424 099-COMM SPL 
06/30/2015 IC0717505-425 099-COMM SPL 
07/07/2015 IC0718448-441 099-COMM SPL 
07/07/2015 IC0718460-441 099-COMM SPL 
07/07/2015 IC0718484-441 099-COMM SPL 
07/09/2015 IC0718871-014 070-PHOTO COPY 
07/13/2015 II0719045-012 072-METER MAIL 
07/13/2015 HQ0719205-001 079-STATEMENT 
07/16/2015 IC0719627-013 070-PHOTO COPY 
07/21/2015 II0720003-047 072-METER MAIL 
07/21/2015 IC0720110-004 100-CR INM CMM 
MAILROOM 
711228 
709742 
303992 
003848 
003847 
MAILROOM 
MAILROOM 
303990 
303989 
MAILROOM 
009241 
009244 
003857 
MAILROOM 
008162 
721666 
723496 
721669 
MAILROOM 
007502 
005210 
008160 
005521 
008159 
008103 
50.00 
45.33DB 
4.24DB 
0.66DB 
8.00DB 
3.00DB 
0.50DB 
3.22DB 
3.00DB 
50.00 
50.00 
82.22DB 
3.0lDB 
3.65DB 
100.00 
2.80DB 
3.30DB 
66.15DB 
20.94DB 
0.40DB 
50.00 
1.00DB 
5.00DB 
43.74DB 
5.00DB 
3.00DB 
150.00 
26.00DB 
15.69DB 
99.50DB 
0.42DB 
0.42DB 
-0.42DB 
1.00DB 
2.30DB 
0.50DB 
5.40DB 
0.22DB 
16.70 
50.24 
4.91 
0.67 
0.01 
7.99DB 
10.99DB 
11. 49DB 
14.71DB 
17.71DB 
32.29 
82.29 
0.07 
2.94DB 
6.59DB 
93.41 
90.61 
87.31 
21.16 
0.22 
0.18DB 
49.82 
48.82 
43.82 
0.08 
4.92DB 
7.92DB 
142.08 
116.08 
100.39 
0.89 
0.47 
0.05 
0.47 
0.53DB 
2.83DB 
3.33DB 
8.73DB 
8.95DB 
7.75 
= IDOC TRUST OFFENDER BANK BALANCES 
Doc No: 36777 Name: COLVIN, DOUGLAS RAYMOND 
Account: CHK Status: ACTIVE 
Transaction Dates: 09/10/2014-09/10/2015 
09/10/2015 = 
ICC/UNIT G PRES FACIL 
TIER-1 CELL-10 
Beginning Total Total Current 
Balance Charges Payments Balance 
5.03 1283.49 1298.60 20.14 
================================TRANSACTIONS================================ 
Date Batch Description Ref Doc Amount Balance 
- - - - - - - - -
-------------
------------------
07/24/2015 II0720371-013 072-METER MAIL 
07/28/2015 IC0720709-003 070-PHOTO COPY 
07/28/2015 IC0720709-004 070-PHOTO COPY 
07/31/2015 II072ll58-03l 072-METER MAIL 
08/05/2015 IC0721777-002 223-PIE JAN PAY 
08/11/2015 HQ0722693-007 011-RCPT MO/CC 
08/12/2015 IC072294l-003 070-PHOTO COPY 
08/12/2015 IC072294l-006 070-PHOTO COPY 
08/18/2015 IC0723432-409 099-COMM SPL 
08/19/2015 IC0723684-008 071-MED CO-PAY 
08/26/2015 IC0724474-0l5 071-MED CO-PAY 
08/26/2015 IC0724474-017 071-MED CO-PAY 
08/27/2015 IC0724662-012 071-MED CO-PAY 
09/02/2015 IC072532l-00l 223-PIE JANITOR 
09/08/2015 HQ0725963-00l 970-632128 VOIDED 
09/08/2015 IC0726019-463 099-COMM SPL 
I hereby certify that these records are true and 
corr~t copies of offlclal records or reports or entries 
therein of the Idaho Department of Correction. 
Date: 9 h <:, \, S--
Signature: ·=x /' 
6 
---------- ---------- -----------
007065 7.18DB 0.57 
008102 16.20DB 15.63DB 
008161 O.lODB 15.73DB 
005510 0.44DB l6.l7DB 
JUL PAY 3.60 l2.57DB 
MAILROOM 75.00 62.43 
007064 O.lODB 62.33 
005509 2.lODB 60.23 
59.42DB 0.81 
762836 3.00DB 2.l9DB 
722910 5.00DB 7.l9DB 
762837 3.00DB l0.l9DB 
723497 8.00DB 18.l9DB 
AUG PAY 52.65 34.46 
10 -20.00DB 54.46 
34.32DB 20.14 
91 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-1992-0730 
ORDER DENYING THE 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS 
(PRISONER) AND REQUIRING 
THE DEFENDANT TO 
PROCEED BY AND THROUGH 
HIS ATTORNEY 
On July 16, 1992, the Defendant, Douglas Raymond Colvin, pleaded guilty to 
the crime of Murder in the Second Degree. On November 2, 1992, a Judgment of 
Conviction was imposed and the Defendant was sentenced to the Idaho Department of 
Correction to life in the penitentiary, with twenty-five years determinate. On 
February 26, 1993, the Defendant filed a Motion for Reduction of Sentence pursuant 
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to Idaho Criminal Rule 35. The Motion was heard by the Court on July 28, 1993. 
During the hearing, the Defendant presented additional evidence and his attorney, D. 
Ray Barker, stated that the Defendant's ]\fotion was solely a plea for leniency. The 
Court found that the sentence imposed was not unduly severe and denied the 
Defendant's Motion. 
On March 23, 2015, the Defendant filed a Motion for Appointment of "Standby" 
Counsel and a Motion for Correction of an I.C.R. Rule 35(a) Illegal Sentence from the 
Face of the Record. The State responded to this latter motion on April 6, 2015. On 
that same day, the Defendant filed a Motion for Relief, which the State responded to 
on April 13, 2015. On April 17, 2015, the Defendant filed a Motion for Declaratory 
Relief. On June 9, 2015, this Court entered an Order Denying Defendant's Motions to 
Correct Sentence, Withdraw Guilty Plea, Take Judicial Notice, and for Standby 
Counsel. On July 8, 2015, the Defendant filed a Notice of Error and Objection to 
Second Judicial District, Latah County Judge John R. Stegner's June 9, 2015 Orders. 
On July 9, 2015, this Court issued an Order Appointing Counsel in which this Court 
characterized the Defendant's Objection as an appeal as a matter of right pursuant to 
I.A.R. ll(c)(9). D. Ray Barker was once again appointed to assist the Defendant in the 
perfecting and bringing of his appeal. 
On July 17, 2015, the Defendant filed, pro se, a Motion and Affidavit for Fee 
Waiver (Prisoner), a Notice of Appeal, and a new Motion for Appointment of"Standby 
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Counsel." On September 3, 2015, this Court issued an Order Finding Motion for Fee 
Waiver Moot, because fees are not required in a criminal appeal. 23(a)(8). 
On September 15, 2015, the Defendant filed a new Motion and Affidavit for 
Waiver of all Fees/Costs (Prisoner). 
ANALYSIS 
As discussed in this Court's Order Finding Motion for Fee Waiver Moot, filed 
September 3, 2015, Idaho Appellate Rule 23(a)(8) states there is no filing fee for 
appeals in criminal cases. Additionally, under Idaho Appellate Rules 24 and 28, any 
reporter's fees or clerk's fees, involving a prisoner, may be waived pursuant to LC.§ 
31-3220A. It appears from the Defendant's Notice of Appeal filed on July 17, 2015, 
that he wishes this Court to waive the cost of the reporter's transcript from all 
hearings that took place in this case over twenty years ago, including his preliminary 
hearing, arraignment, plea agreement hearings, sentencing, and Rule 35 hearing. 
(Defendant's Notice of Appeal, p. 3.). Additionally, the Defendant wishes to obtain all 
motions filed with the Court, the clerk's records and minutes, and all orders issued by 
the Court, and asks this Court to waive any fees associated with obtaining those 
records. (Defendant's Notice of Appeal, p. 3.). Not only has the Defendant requested 
items associated with this case, but he also wishes to obtain items associated with his 
post-conviction relief appeal (he cites Colvin v. State, Idaho Case Nos. SP-93-00001 
and CV-1993-0000865) including, all motions filed with the court, all hearing 
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transcripts, the clerk's records and minutes, and all orders from the court. The 
Defendant's l\!Iotion is apparently based on LC. § 31-3220A. 
Given that the Defendant is represented by counsel, the Defendant's Motion will be 
denied, without prejudice, at this time. The Defendant's Motion may be renewed at a 
later date if it is submitted to this Court through his attorney. Additionally, any 
motions that the Defendant wishes to file with this Court in the future, with the 
exception of motions addressing aspects of his attorney's representation, must come to 
this Court by and through the Defendant's counsel. See State v. Estep, No. 40646, 2014 
WL 4659280, at *4 (Idaho Ct. App. Sept. 18, 2014) ("When a defendant is represented 
by counsel, it is generally held to be within the discretion of the trial court to require 
all documents to be filed through and by the defendant's legal representative."). This 
Court will not address any future motions filed by the Defendant pro se, unless they 
fall within the narrow exception discussed above. 
Good cause appearing, 
It is ORDERED that the Defendant's Motion and Affidavit for Waiver of all 
Fees/Costs (Prisoner) is DENIED, without prejudice. 
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It is FURTHER ORDERED that any motions the Defendant wishes to submit 
Court in the future must come by and through appointed 
the motion is addresses aspects of his representation. 
fS" t:> 
Dated this 2_ day of November 2015. 
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Joh R.Stegner 
District Judge 
unless 
6 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I do hereby certify that full, true, complete, and correct copies of the foregoing 
ORDER DENYING THE DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR WAIVER OF ALL 
FEES/COSTS (PRISONER) AND REQUIRING THE DEFENDANT TO PROCEED 
BY AND THROUGH HIS ATTORNEY were delivered by the following methods to 
the following: 
William W. Thompson, Jr. 
Latah County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 8068 
,.~E-Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Fax 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
D. Ray Barker 
Attorney at Law 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
on this & day of November 2015. 
ORDER DENYING THE 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
\VAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS 
(PRISONER)AND REQUIRING 
THE DEFENDANT TO 
PROCEED BY AND THROUGH 
HIS ATTORNEY 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
f~E-Mail 
--r ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Fax 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] E-Mail 
!-::l>J/U.S. Mail 
-[ ) Fax 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
HENRIANNE K. WESTBERG 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
By: __ L_./_-~_-~r-t-~_,_ ;_· _i_~_' _· -_J2_._f'-.; _ ' --
Deputy Clerk 
Page 6 
RAY BARKER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
204 East First Street 
P.O. Box 9408 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-6749 
Idaho State Bar No. 1380 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LAT AH 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COL VIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-1992-0730 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT 
Since being appointed to represent the Defendant in perfecting his appeal on July 9, 2015, 
I have corresponded with the Defendant and reviewed the court file. I have received from the 
Idaho Supreme Court a copy of a letter dated September 10, 2015, from the Defendant to the 
Clerk of the Supreme Court in which he stated that I was his Post Conviction attorney and he 
(Mr. Colvin) had listed me as being insufficient. Since Mr. Colvin is claiming that I am part of 
the problem there is a conflict of interest in my representing him in this proceeding. A copy of 
said letter is attached hereto. 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS 
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT - l 
8 
On behalf of Mr. Colvin I respectfully request that the Idaho State Appellate Public 
Defender be appointed to represent Mr. Colvin. 
DATED this-5i4-- day ofNovember, 2015. 
D/2 DaL 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS 
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT - 2 
D. Ray ;?rker 
Attorney at Law 
9 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the '!ftl;.. day of November, 2015, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served, by first class mail, postage prepaid, and addressed to, or by 
personally delivering to or leaving with a person in charge of the office of or serving by 
facsimile: 
Latah County Prosecutor's Office 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 6086 
Moscow, ID 83843 
[ ] First-class mail 
l)GJ Hand-delivered 
[ ] Facsimile 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS 
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT - 3 
By: 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O .. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
September 10, 2015 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Attn: Stephen W. Kenyon 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0101 
Re: Notice of Appeal 
State v. Colvin 
Latah County No. CR-92-00730 
s.ct. Docket No. 43443-2015 
Dear Mr. Kenyon, 
Please find enclosed a copy of my MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS that I just sent to the Latah County 
District Court. Also, please find enclosed a copy of the MOTION 
FOR APPOINTMENT OF "STANDBY COUNSEL", PURSUANT TO STATE v. 
AVERETT, 142 Idaho 879, 886 (Ct.App. 2006) that I had originally 
sent with my NOTICE OF APPEAL. For some reason, Latah County did 
not notify the Supreme Court that it was filed. As I have stated 
in my letter dated August 30, 2015, I filed this motion with the 
understanding that I was going to be assigned an attorney from 
the Idaho State Appellate Public Defender's Office. Instead, 
Latah County assigned an attorney from Moscow. In my last conver-
sation with this attorney, he was no~_aware of what capacity he 
is suppose to operate or even if he was suppose to me my Appel-
late Attorney. This attorney was my Post-Conviction attorney and 
I had listed him as being insufficient. 
Please file these motions with my NOTICE OF APPEAL. 
Thank you for your time. 
Sincerely, 
~ 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
0 f"'\ ,r'\ r'f\'\ -. -:, .-=, 
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cLrnK OF DISTRICT COURT 
LATAH COUNTY 
BY 94:,-<l_ DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OFIDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COLVIN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) Case No. CR-1992-0730 
) 
) ORDER DENYING MOTION TO 
) WITHDRAW 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
On November 5, 2015, counsel for the Defendant, D. Ray Barker, filed a Motion 
to Withdraw as Counsel for Defendant. The Motion cited a letter written by the 
Defendant, Douglas Raymond Colvin, to the Idaho Supreme Court in which the 
Defendant stated that Barker was his post-conviction attorney and was "insufficient" 
in that role. Barker's Motion requested, on behalf of the Defendant, that the Idaho 
State Appellate Public Defender's Office be appointed to represent the Defendant in 
the bringing of his appeal from this Court's order entered on June 9, 2015, denying the 
Defendant's Motions to Correct Sentence, Withdraw Guilty Plea, Take Judicial Notice, 
and Appoint Standby Counsel. 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO WITHDRAW 
Page 1 
Pursuant to Idaho Appellate Rule 45, "[a]ppellate counsel may withdraw as the 
attorney of record for a party in a civil or criminal appeal only by order of the Supreme 
upon motion showing good cause." Additionally, under LC. § 19-870 the 
Defendant is not entitled to representation from the State Appellate Public Defender's 
Office. That section states: 
[T]he state appellate public defender, upon appointment by the court, 
shall provide representation for indigent defendants in felony criminal 
actions in the following cases: 
(a) Appeals from convictions in district court, where the appellant was 
convicted on or after September 1, 1998; 
(b) Appeals from the district court in post-conviction relief proceedings 
brought pursuant to the uniform post-conviction procedure action, 
chapter 49, title 19, Idaho Code, where the denial of the post-
conviction relief occurred on or after September 1, 1998; 
(c) Appeals from the district court in habeas corpus proceedings brought 
pursuant to chapter 42, title 19, Idaho Code, where the petition was 
denied on or after September 1, 1998; 
(d) Post-conviction relief proceedings in district court in capital cases 
where the appellant was sentenced on or after September 1, 1998, or 
where the court has appointed the state appellate public defender or 
the state appellate public defender has accepted the request by the 
· court for representation in the case and such event occurred on or 
after July 1, 1998, but before March 1, 1999. 
The Defendant's appeal from this Court's order does not fall into one of the category of 
cases for which the state appellate public defender's office provides representation. 
The Defendant was convicted in 1992, and this appeal does not stem from post-
conviction or habeas corpus proceedings. 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO WITHDRAW 
Page 2 
Good cause appearing, 
It is ORDERED that D. Ray Barker's Motion to Withdraw as Counsel for 
Defendant is DENIED, without prejudice, because this Court lacks the authority to 
grant such a motion under I.A.R. 45, and because the Defendant is not entitled to 
representation by the State Appellate Public Defender. 
Dated this li 6 of November 2015. 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO WITHDRAW 
JonRStegner 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I do hereby certify that full, true, complete, and correct copies of the foregoing 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO WITHDRA vV were delivered by the following 
methods to the following: 
William W. Thompson, Jr. 
Latah County Prosecuting Attorney 
D. Ray Barker 
Attorney at Law 
Deborah L. McCormick 
Attorney at Law 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B #36777 
P.O. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
On this 1} day of November 2015. 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO WITHDRAW 
Page 4 
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HENRIANNE K. WESTBERG 
CLERK OF THE COURT 
Deputy Clerk 
RAY BARKER 
A ITORi"\.IEY AT LAW 
204 East First Street 
P.O. Box 9408 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-6749 
Idaho State Bar No. 1380 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Docket No. 43443-2015 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COL VIN, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Latah County Case No. CR-1992-0730 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT/APPELLANT 
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Since being appointed to represent the Defendant-Appellant in perfecting his appeal on 
July 9, 2015, I have corresponded with the Defendant-Appellant and reviewed the court file. I 
have received from the Idaho Supreme Court a copy of a letter dated September I 0, 2015, from 
the Defendant to the Clerk of the Supreme Court in which he stated that I was his Post 
Conviction attorney and he (Mr. Colvin) had listed me as being insufficient. Since Mr. Colvin is 
claiming that I am part of the problem there is a conflict of interest in my representing him in this 
proceeding. A copy of said letter is attached hereto. 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT/APPELLANT- l 
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On behalf of Mr. Colvin I respectfully request that the Idaho State Appellate Public 
Defender be appointed to represent Mr. Colvin. 
DATED this ~day of December, 2015. 
D~&..i~ 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT/ APPELLANT - 2 
D~;B ker 
Attorney at Law 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the j_ day ofNovember, 2015, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served, by first class mail, postage prepaid, and addressed to, or by 
personally delivering to or leaving with a person in charge of the office of or serving by 
facsimile: 
Latah County Prosecutor's Office 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 6086 
Moscow, ID 83843 
~ 
[ ] 
First-class mail 
Hand-delivered 
Facsimile 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT/APPELLANT - 3 
By: 
8 
/ 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
ISCC G-110 B 136777 
P .. o .. Box 70010 
Boise, ID 83707 
September 10, 2015 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Attn: Stephen w. Kenyon 
P .. O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0101 
Re: Notice of Appeal 
State v. Colvin 
Latah County No. CR.-92-00730 
s.ct. Docket No. 43443-2015 
Dear Mr. Kenyon, 
Please find enclosed a copy of my MOTION AlfD AFFIDAVIT FOR 
WAIVER OF ALL FEES/COSTS that J: just sent to the Latah County 
District Court. Also, please find enclosed a copy of the MOTION 
FOR APPOINTMEN'l' OF "STANDBY COUNSEL", PURSUANT TO STATE v. 
AVERETT, 142 Idaho 879, 886 (Ct.App. 2006) that I had originally 
sent with my NOTICE OF APPEAL. For some reason, Latah County did 
not notify the Supreme Court that it was filed. As I have stated 
in my letter dated August 30, 20t5, I filed this motion with the 
understanding that I was going to be assi~ed an attorney from 
the Idaho State Appellate Public Defenders Office. Instead, 
Latah County assigned an attorney from -Moscow. In my last conver-
sation with this attorney, he was not_aware of what capacity he 
is suppose to operate or even if he was suppose to me my Appel-
late Attorney. This attorney was my Post-Conviction attorney and 
I had listed him as being insufficient. 
Please file these motions with my NOTICE OF APPEAL. 
Thank you for your tirae. 
Sincerely, 
~ 
Douglas Raymond Colvin 
RAY BARKER 
A ITOR.~EY AT LAW 
204 East First Street 
P.O. Box 9408 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
(208) 882-6749 
Idaho State Bar No. 1380 
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STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Latah County Case No. CR-1992-0730 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COL VIN, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT/APPELLANT 
1. I was appointed as counsel for the Defendant, Douglas Raymond Colvin, on July 
13, 2015, by the District Court. 
2. Thereafter I reviewed the court file and communicated with Mr. Colvin. 
3. In communicating with Mr. Colvin I became aware that he had sent a letter to the 
Idaho Supreme Court dated September 10, 2015, a copy of which is attached hereto, in which he 
stated "This attorney was my Post-Conviction attorney and I had listed him as being 
insufficient." 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT/APPELLANT - I 
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4. The above quoted statement was made in reference to me. 
5. I cannot represent Mr. Colvin when he is contending that my prior representation 
of him in his Post-Conviction proceeding was inadequate. 
6. I filed a Motion to Withdraw as Counsel for Defendant in the District Court on 
November 5, 2015. 
7. On November 19, 2014 the District Court denied the Motion to Withdraw as 
Counsel for Defendant without prejudice on the basis that Idaho Appellate Rule 45 provides that 
appellate counsel may withdraw as the attorney of record for a party in a civil or criminal appeal 
only by order of the Supreme Court upon motion showing good cause and that therefore the 
District Court lacked authority to grant the motion. 
8. I am now requesting that the Idaho Supreme Court allow me to withdraw pursuant 
to Rule 45 of the Idaho Appellate Rules on the basis of a conflict of interest. 
DATED this ~day of December, 2015. 
~&.A D.RayBker 
Attorney at Law 
-VA 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this -2._ day of December, 2015. 
Andrea S. Hunter 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO W1THDRA W 
AS COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT/APPELLANT-2 
N~n an::r the State of Idaho. 
My commission expires: j / ?- 't / Zo 
I I 
CERTIFICA 1E OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of December, 2015, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served, by first class mail, postage prepaid, and addressed to, or by 
personally delivering to or leaving with a person in charge of the office of or serving by 
facsimile: 
Latah County Prosecutor's Office 
Latah County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 6086 
Moscow, ID 83843 
[i'<J First-class mail 
[ ] Hand-delivered 
[ ] Facsimile 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
AS COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT/ APPELLANT - 3 
By: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
V. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COL VIN, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Supreme Court Case No. 43443 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
_________ ) 
I, Ranae Converse, Deputy Court Clerk of the District Court of the Second Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Latah, do hereby certify that the 
above and foregoing transcript in the above entitled cause was compiled and bound 
under my direction as, and is a true, full, complete and correct transcript of the pleadings 
and documents as are automatically required under Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
I do further certify that all exhibits, offered or admitted in the above entitled cause 
will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court along with the court reporter's 
transcript and the clerk's record, as required by Rule 31 of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
H 
said Court at Moscow, Idaho this day of 20L.l, 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE - 1 
Henrianne K. Westberg, Clerk of the 
District Court, Latah County, ID 
Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
V. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COL VIN, 
Defendant-Appellant 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_________ ) 
Supreme Court No. 43443 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
RE: EXHIBITS 
I, Ranae Converse, Deputy Court Oerk of the District Court of the Second Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Latah, do hereby certify that the 
following EXHIBITS: 
PRELIMINARY HEARING HELD ON JUNE 25, 1992 
STATE'S EXHIBITS: 
#1 Video Tape Crime Scene - Admitted, Retained by District Court and will be made 
available upon request (unable to make copy) 
#2 Photograph - Admitted 
#3 Photograph - Admitted 
#4 Photograph - Never Offered 
#5 Photograph - Admitted 
#6 Photograph - Admitted 
#7 Photograph - Admitted 
#8 Photograph - Admitted 
RULE 35 MOTION FOR REDUCTION OF SENTENCE HEARING HELD ON JULY 28, 1993 
DEFEND ANT'S EXHIBITS 
#1 Telephone Bill- Admitted 
#2 Telephone Bill - Admitted 
AND FURTHER that the transcript of the Victims' Statements/Sentencing Vacated and 
Rescheduled held on October 14, 1992, Pronouncement of Judgment and Imposition of Sentence 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE RE: EXHIBITS - 1 
held on October 26, 1992, Presentence Investigation Report dated September 30, 1992, and 
Psychological Report dated October 23, 1992, will be lodged as exhibits as provided by Rule 
31(a)(3), IAR 
IN WITNESS WHEREOf, I have her unto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
Court at Moscow, Idaho this l/f#day of 1 1 ' 201l:,. 
Henrianne K. Westberg, Clerk of the 
District Court, Latah County, ID 
Deputy Clerk 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE RE: EXHIBITS - 2 
THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LATAH 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
V. 
DOUGLAS RAYMOND COL VIN, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_________ ) 
Supreme Court No. 43443 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, Ranae Converse, Deputy Court Clerk of the District Court of the Second Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Latah, do hereby certify that I have mailed, by United 
States mail, one copy of the Presentence Investigation Report, Psychological Evaluation, Reporter's 
Transcripts and Clerk's Record to each of the attorneys of record in this cause as follows: 
RAY BARKER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
POBOX9408 
MOSCOW, ID 83843 
KENNETH K. JORGENSEN 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
P.O. BOX 83720 
BOISE, ID 83720-0010 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said Court at 
Moscow, Idaho this !i!!tlay of __,_~~w..i..a.~~ 201it. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Henrianne K. Westberg, Clerk of the 
District Court, Latah County, ID 
Deputy Clerk 
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